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CURRENT TOPICS. 


WE ARE INFORMED that the committee which has been appointed 
to inquire into the subject of the work at the chambers of the 
chancery judges has before it, as one of the subjects of inquiry, 
the expediency of hearing counsel at chambers. 





On wepnEspay Last Mr. Justice Kay, in consequence of the 
extreme pressure of work in his chambers, held no sitting in court, 
but applied himself the whole day in chambers in dealing with a 
long list of sixty-two summonses. 





By THE RETIREMENT from the profession of Mr. W. B. Grasse, 
Q.C., Lincoln’s-inn will lose one of its best known figures. There 
have been few careers at the bar equal in length and prosperity to 
that of Mr. Grasse. It is nearly half a century since he was 
called, and he has held silk for thirty-three years, The good 
wishes of many friends will follow him into his retirement. 





THE LONG EXPECTED, and often delayed, promotion of Mr. 
Atrrep Witts, Q.C., to the bench took place with unusual, and 
almost indecorous, rapidity upon the vacancy caused by the death 
of Mr. Justice Witurims. We believe the appointment will be 
received with satisfaction by the profession; and, although it is 
notoriously unsafe to hazard any prediction as to the career of a 
new judge, we may at least affirm that Mr. Wits is a good 
lawyer, an experienced advocate, and a man of high personal 
character. 





Tr wItt BE SEEN from the report of the case of Weston v. Sher- 
well, printed elsewhere, that the Court of Appeal have refused to 
order a copy of the judge’s notes of oral evidence taken at the 
trial to be supplied to the appellant for the use of his counsel on 
the hearing of the appeal. It is difficult to see how, in small 
eases, in which only one counsel is retained at the trial, a party is 
to obtain a note of the evidence for use on appeal, unless he 
employs a shorthand writer, at a cost wholly out of proportion to 
the amount at stake in the action. As a general rule, the Court 
of Appeal will not allow to a successful appellant the costs of 
shorthand notes of evidence, and it is almost impossible for eounsel 
to conduct the examination of witnesses and at the same time to 
take notes of the evidence. It would seem that some alteration of 
the Rules of Court in this respect is needed. On Thursday last 
the matter was mentioned before Mr. Justice Pearson, and it was 
stated by Mr. Cooxson, Q.C., that when Lord Justice Fry tried 
actions with witnesses in the Chancery Division he always allowed 
the parties to be furnished with copies (made by his clerks) of the 
notes of the evidence for use in the Court of Appeal. 





Tue Lorp Cuancetior announced to the deputation from Lan- 
cashire and Cheshire, who waited upon him last week, that an 
alteration is to be made in R. 8. C., ord. 36, r. 1, “so as to give 
a more distinct intimation of the desirability of the permission ”’ to 
try admiralty and chancery witness causes in the country “ being 
exercised.” It is to be made clear that these actions may be tried 
in the county or place named in the statement. of claim, and that, 
if the plaintiff uses his power to name the place of trial unreason- 
ably, or does not use it, an application may be made by the defend- 
ant that the cause shall be locally tried. And it is further to be 





rovided that, upon the hearing of a motion for an injunction, if 
it appears that the witnesses reside in the country, and the cause 
can be more conveniently heard there, it shall be sent down for 
trial. Provision is also to be made for sending judges of the 
Admiralty and Chancery Divisions to try causes in the country 
when the number of causes waiting trial there renders it necessary, 
These are not unreasonable concessions to the for the local 
trial of actions. Whether extensive advantage will be taken of 
them depends mainly on whether the present state of things in 
London, under which solicitors cannot be sure of a speedy trial, 
and cannot be certain of the day on which witness causes in the 
Chancery Division will be heard, 1s to continue. 





Ir 1s now some months since we anticipated the issue of an 
order as to fees and percentages required to be taken in the 
Supreme Court of Judicature by means of stamps. The order has 
been issued this week, and will be found in another column. It 
came into operation on the 18th inst. So far as we have observed, 
there is no material alteration as to the use of impressed or adhesive 
stamps. The principal provision which alters or settles the former 
practice is that which requires the stamps on proceedings at 
chambers to be attached to the certificate or order. This remark 
especially applies to percentages taken in chambers under items 
69 and 70 of the order as to Supreme Court Fees, 1884, on the 
sale or mortgage of land pursuant to an order, for the purpose of 
raising money to be dealt with by the court, and on the approval 
of the purchase of land, or of the title of land to. be purchased 
with money under the control of the court. Hitherto the practice 
in the chambers of the chancery judges has been diverse as regards 
orders—some chief clerks attaching the stamp to the summons, 
while others contented themselves with indicating in the indorse- 
ment of the summons the stamp which ought to be attached to the 
order. In future the stamp will always be attached to the order. 
This will be more convenient, as the order forms a document of 
title, and the stamp upon the order will serve to show that the 
percentages have been paid. The order now issued does not, it 
will be observed, alter the amount of any fees or percentages 
already prescribed ; but, in the interest of suitors, it is to pers 
that some of the higher fees now levied will shortly be red in 
amount. 





Mr. W. Cuntirre Brooxs, M.P., has called the attention of the 
President of the Board of Trade to some of the inconveniences 
attending the many precautions with which the giving of proxies 
under the new Bankruptcy Act is hedged. The point to which 
Mr. Brooxs takes exception is the provision contained in the latter 
part of rule 16 in the first schedule to the Act—viz., that every 
insertion in a proxy ‘‘ shall be in the handwriting of the person 
giving the proxy,” and he contends that this precaution affords no 
additional security, whilst it isa source of unn annoyance 
to persons engaged in large businesses who are accustomed to have 
such matters of detail performed for them by their clerks, and to 
creditors in ill-health; and in the case of illiterate creditors it is a 
mockery. The reply of the Board of Trade to this complaint is 
that ‘‘ the rule in question was adopted after long and careful dis- 
cussion, and it is one which the Board of Trade have no power to 
alter. The reasons which induced the Committee to adopt it were 
that one of the most serious abuses under the Bankruptcy Act, 
1869, was the facility with which interested persons were able to 
secure proxies, and thus to control proceedings at meetings of 
creditors. The object of the provision in question was to insure 
that the creditor should give proper consideration to the appoint- 
ment of his proxy, and should not merely content himself with 
affixing his signature to a form already prepared by a person who 
makes it his business to tout for proxies.” It seems to us that Mr. 
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Brooxs’ complaint is well-fgunded. That the requifement is bene- 
ficial to such an extent ag tg compensate for the inconveniences 
pointed out by Mr. Brooxs, few who have had any experiente of 
its working will think, and it seems to us that the object aimed at 
by the rule is sufficiently secured by rule 20 of the same schedule, 
which empowers the court to disallow any remuneration to a 
trustee_or receiver on whose behalf proxies may have been 
solicited. The whole question of proxies will have to be re- 
considered at no very distant date, especially with regard to the 
limitation of the extent to which a special proxy may be given. 
The Whole mischief in this t, in our opinion, was done when 
the Housé of Lords; at the instance of the Government, struck 
out the little word “or” from rule 18 of the first schedule. As 
thé rule ‘was sent up to the House of Lords from the House of 
Coiimons it read, ‘‘a creditor may give a special proxy to any person 
to. vote at any specified meeting or adjournment thereof, or for or 
agamst any specific resolution, or for or against any specified 
person a8 trustee or member of a committee of inspection,” which 
woul# have been a perfectly reasonable and workable provision. 
The omission of the word “or,” ‘which we have printed in italics, 
_ however, changed the nature of the provision into little better 
than an absurdity, as it is probably not in one case out of fifty 
that it is known beforehand whether a composition will be offeréd, 


or who may be proposed as trustee or as the committee of inspec- 
on. 





Tue case of Dye v. Dye, reported in the current issue of the Law 
os og (L. R. 13 Q. B. D. 147), raised a very singular question. 
] and in consideration of a marriage then intended, the 
intended husband signed and delivered to the intended wife a 
document, whereby he “solemnly covenanted and agreed ” with her 
in the following remarkable terms :—‘‘ He here [sic] by this agree- 
ment binds himself from having any legal or lawful claim upon the 

linen, farniture, or household effects, or with receiving or 

asbur the rents of her tenements and cottages, or giving orders 
for the repairs of the same, nor yet with any property whatsoever 
she is im possession of at the time of her marriage to him.” This 
dscument was signed by the intended husband only; the marriage 
was ; during it the husband never interfered with the 
management by the wife of her property, and the wife executed a 
will whéreby she devised and bequeathed her property to the 
defendants. The question was whether the ante-nuptial document 
above referréd to was sufficient to create a separate use of the fee 
of the freehold property belonging to the wife, and to clothe her 
with a testamentary power. Now, the doctrine of separate use 
arises out of, and depends upon, a trust; and the 7th section of 
Statute of Frauds requires that “all declarations or creations of 
of any lands shall be manifested and proved by some writing 
the party who is by law enabled to declare such trust, or 

in writing; or else they shall be utterly void, and 

The document was not signed by a person able to 
of the fee, but only by the husband, whose 
ere limited to an estate during the joint lives of 
fe, with a possible estate by the curtesy; 

e court held that there was no “ manifestation and 
declaration of trust as required by the statute. 
document amounted to was a renunciation by the 
a his rights. It is remarkable that in Rippon v. 
(Amb. 565), where Lord Camden treated a bond 
the husband before marriage, with a condition em- 
wife to dispose of her freehold estate by deed or 
withstanding coverture, as creating a valid trust of the fee, 
s question of the Statute of Frauds should not have been noticed. 
is expressly stated in the report of that case that there was 
settlement or otlier transaction besides the husband’s bond. 
to have been contendéd in the recent case that the 
the renunciation by the husband of his rights was to 
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clothe the wife with a testamentary capacity. Th i 
¢ a , y. e answer to this 
is found by the court in the consideration whence this incapacity 
arises. Sectio 


n 14 of 34 & 35 Hen: 8, c. 5, provides that wills made of 


; a covert shall not be taken to be good and 
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Tue workiNe ef the Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks Act, 
1883, under the control of the Board of Trade, appears, from. the 
report of the Comptroller-General, with respect to the first four 
months’ experience of the Act, to be proceeding with success. The 
best proof of this is, perhaps, to be found in the fect that, whereas 
5,933 applications for patents were received in 1883, and 6,241 in 
1882, as many as 7,060 were received during the first four months 
of 1884. There was, no doubt, something of a rush at first, and 
all but 2,500 applications were received in January, 266 on the 
Ist, and the number steadily diminished to just over 1,300 in 
April; but there seems no reason to doubt that the new Act 
has been accepted by inventors as, at all events, an improvement 
upon the old one. Some idea of the business done appears from the 
fact that the smallest number of applications in any one day during 
the whole period was 40. In designs, also, a considerable increase 
appears, though not sufficient to cover the pecuniary loss from the 
reduction of fees ; but, ir the case of trade-marks—no doubt mainly 
on account ef the concession of registration to fancy words—this 
loss has been more than made up. Inventors will be glad to learn 
from the report that their title to their patents, when granted, 
will not be affected by the fact of their having received notifica- 
tions from the office of the apparent existence of a similarity 
between their inventions and those of others, since all such notifi- 
cations are kept off the register of patents, which is the only official 
record of title. That the great majority of such notifications will 
ultimately turn out to have been unnecessary is inevitable when it is 
considered that the examiners have to pronounce their opinion upon 
such imperfect materials as those afforded by the provisional speci- 
fications. With reference to provisional specifications, the advice 
of one of the writers on the Act, to avoid them, does not 
seem to have been very favourably received, since only 
689 complete specifications were sent in in the first 
instance, as against 6,371 provisional specifications. Seventy-two 
per cent. of the applications are made by agents, and only 28 
per cent. by the inventors themselves. We are glad to learn 
that greater facilities are to be afforded to inventors and their 
representatives for discovering patented inventions which may have 
anticipated their own. In the case of applications under the new 
law the examiner will perform the indexing and abridgment of the 
specifications at the time of examination. In the caze of patents 
anterior to the Patents Act of 1852, the revision of the subject- 
matter index is already almost completed by a special staff. It is 
now intended to revise and consolidate the similar indices under 
the law of 1852—i.e., during the period 1852 to 1883—upon the 
same plan, and the work is to be taken in hand at once, beginning 
with the period 1870—1883, which includes all existing patents, 
except the few which have had their term prolonged. In order to 
carry out the provision in the new Act for informing inventors of 
designs whether their designs are already the subject of copyright 
by registration under the new Act, a National scholar from the 
National Art Training School at South Kensington, has been 
employed to group the registered designs in such a manner as to 
render them easy of reference, and it seems that cases have already 
occurred in which this grouping has proved useful. It appears that, 
in no less than 279 cases, applicants for the registration of trade- 
marks have been invited to explain their views before the 
Comptroller, and that of these 193 have acquiesced in the 
Comptroller’s objections, 24 have obtained registration as the 
result of their applications, and 62 have only obtained it with 
modifications or have been refused altogether. The observation 
that words specially invented to illustrate a particular article, such 
as “Ozokerit,” are readily recognized as trade-marks, does not 
appear to be altogether in accordance with the view taken by the 
Court of Appeal in the recent ‘‘ Valvoline” case. 








On Monday, at the sittings in bankruptcy before Mr. Justice Smith, 
the case of In re Parker and Parker came before the court on an application 
by the trustees for an extension for six months of the time in which to 
make their election in relation to certain leasehold premises. The evid- 


*. . 3 f 
" w; and section 8 of 1. Vict: ¢. 96, ‘lewves ‘this ence showed that the deeds in the bankrupts’ strong room at the date o 


untouched. No renunciation by the husband of his 
eure the incapacity thus créated, or rather declared. 
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either by devise or trust. 


the adjudication represented pro of the value of upwards of 
£2,000,000, and considerable time had m occupied in ascertaining the 
rights of the parties. Mr. Justice A. L. Smith asked whether there were 


to the conclusion that the heir of the wife was not | *°Y 9ssets under the bankruptcy? Mr. Linklater said the proceedings 
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had resulted very unfavourably for the creditors, and the assets were 
being rapidly 


exhausted by the claims which were being made. 
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NOTICE BY MORTGAGEE TO TENANT 
TO PAY RENT TO HIM. 


Tae recent case of Corbett v. Plowden (32 W. R. 667) contains 
a hint, which has puzzled us a good deal, as to the form of 
the notice which should be given by a mortgagee to the 
tenant under an agreement for a lease made after the mort- 
gage by the mortgagor alone, not in pursuance of any 
express or implied statutory power. The position of mortgagor, 
mortgagee, and lessee under a lease made by the mortgagor 
under the above circumstances, is one of those anomalies which are 
incomprehensible to laymen. The lease is perfectly good by 
estoppel, as between the mortgagor and the lessee, until the 
mortgagee interferes. The mere fact that the mortgagee has inter- 
fered and given notice to the lessee to pay the rent to him will not 
constitute a tenancy between the mortgagee and the lessee, or entitle 
the mortgagee to distrain for the rent (Hvans v. Elliott, 9 A. & E. 
342), But, on the receipt of such a notice, the lessee is justified 
in paying to the mortgagee all rent which has become due, not 
already paid to the mortgagor, and all rent subsequently accruing 


due ae : Biggs, Ana & C. 245). The effect of payment of 
rent by the lessee to the mortgagee is_nol, homer fo arm the 
Teasé made by the mortgagor, but to peated nex: tenaney from yea 
to'Fear between the iessee and the mortgagee (Doe vy. inelt, 8 
C. & P. 566). The suggestion in the recent case is that, 
by a properly framed notice by the mortgagee to the tenant, this 
result may, in the case of an agreement for a lease, be avoided..- 

The facts in the recent case were that a mortgagor entered 
into an agreement with the defendant to grant him a lease 
of a house (in which lease all proper parties would join) for 
twenty-one years, determinable at seven or fourteen years. 
The defendant entered, and continued to pay rent to the 
mortgagor until the 25th of March, 1881, when he received 
a notice from the solicitor of the mortgagees in the follow- 
ing terms :—‘‘ We beg to give you notice that we have, on bebalf 
of the first mortgagees of this lease, withdrawn Mr. Corbett’s [the 
mortgagor’s | authority to receive the rent, and we have to request 
that you will be good enough to pay the rent due this day and all 
future rent to us.” He paid the rent then due to the mortgagees, 
and on the 22nd of June, 1881, gave them noticé to quit on the 
25th of December, 1881; and on that day quitted in pursuance of 
his notice. The mortgagor and mortgagees then commenced an 
action against him for specific performance of the agreement for a 
lease, contending that the notice was not an assertion of the mort- 
gagees’ paramount title, but an adoption by them of the agreement 
which had been made by the mortgagor. The Court of Appeal 
held that, as there was no setting up of the agreement for a lease 
in the notice given on behalf of the mortgagees, and the solicitors 
of the mortgagees had stated in subsequent correspondence with 
the lessee that ‘‘the mortgagees having entered into possession of 
the property, you are liable to them and not to the mortgagor,” 
the mortgagees had asserted their paramount: title; that a new 
tenancy from yeur to year had been created between the mort- 
gagees and the lessee, and that such tenancy had been determined 
by notice to quit. 

Throughout their judgments the members of the court seem to 
assume that, if there had been an adoption of the agreement by the 
mortgagees, specific performance would have been granted. Thus 

rd Selborne says :—‘‘It is perfectly well settled that, when a 


‘mortgagee does claim rent without setting up the lease, he creates a 


tenancy from year to year between himself and the tenant, and the 
rent continues payable under the new holding so created.” Lord 

ustice Cotton says :—‘‘ We are asked to say that what was done 
was not an assertion of the mortgagees’ title, but an assertion and 
adoption by them of the agreement which had been made with the 
mortgagor. That view, however, is not, in my opinion, consistent 
with the letter which they wrote.” 

The result of this seems to be that a mortgagee who desires to 
adopt an agreement for a lease, entered into by the mortgagor after 
the mortgage, may do so by a proper notice. “But how can a new 
agreement between the mortgagee and the tenant, on the terms of 

¢ former agreement, be constituted without the assent of the 
tenant, and (if the tenant is the person to be “‘¢ ” and there 
are no circumstances of part performance) without a memorandum 
in writing signed by him, and stamped as an agreement for a Jease ? 





If the meaning of the court is only that the-mortgagee might have 
demanded the rent as agent of the mortgagor, the suggestion is not 
of much practical value. An authority from the mortgagor would 
be necessary, which, in most cases, it would not be very easy to 
obtain. 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICE. 
(Ex parte Woodall, In re Woodall, C.A., 32 W. R. 774.) 


- This case is the latest of a series of cases on the construction of 
section 4, sub-section (g.), of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, which intro- 
duced a complete novelty in bankruptcy law—viz., the bankruptcy 
notice, in lieu of the now abolished debtor’s summons. The debtor’s 
summons under the former Bankruptcy Act could only be employed 
when the debt was not less than £50. Under the present Act, a 
creditor is in a position to issue a bankruptcy notice when he has 
obtained final judgment for any amount, ‘‘ execution therein not 
having been stayed.” The first case on the subject was Ex parte 
Chinery, In re Chinery (82 W. B. 469, L. R. 12 Q. B. D. 342), where 
the Court of Appeal held that a garnishee order absolute was not a 
final judgment against the garnishee within the meaning of the sub- 
section. It was contended that, under the Judicature Act (by the 
Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883, ord. 42, rr. 24, 26), the conse- 
quences of an order and a judgment were the same. Cotton, L.J., 
however, pointed out that, though the procedure to enforce them was 
the same, judgments and orders were kept entirely distinct, and it 
was never said that the word “‘ judgment” should if other Acts of 
Parliament include an order. A second point noticed by the same 
judge was that the Bankruptcy Act spoke of a final judgment 
obtained by a creditor against his debtor, and this pointed to a 
liability of the debtor to the creditor established in an action, and : 
not to a statutory proceeding which was for the purpose of attaching 
a debt after liability had been established; and with regard to the ~ 
spirit in which this portion of the Act should be interpreted, 
Cotton, L.J., said, ‘‘When the Legislature enacts that a particular - 
act or default shall be an act of bankruptcy, I think we ought not to 
give to their words any but their strictly proper meaning, unless we 
are clearly satisfied that it was the intention of the Legislature to 
use the words in a larger sense.” 

This case was followed by Ex parte Schmitz, In re Cohen (32 W. RB. 
812, L. R. 12 Q. B. D. 509), where it was decided that a consent 
order for payment of taxed costs was not, after the costs had been 
taxed and default in payment made, a final judgment upon which a 
bankruptcy notice could be founded. Fry, L.J., in delivering judg- 
ment, said that no words were better understood by lawyers than the 
words ‘‘ judgment” and “ order,” and the word “‘ judgment ” ought 
not to be construed as including ‘‘ order” unless the Legislature had 
said so. The day before the Court of Appeal had decided, in Hx parte 
Matthew, In re Matthew (32 W. R. 813, L, R. 12 Q. B. D. 506), that 
where, within seven days after the service of the bankruptcy notice, 
the creditor had accepted a promissory note from the debtor, a 
receiving order could not be obtained during the currency of the 
note. Cotton, L.J., however, added that, though the court discharged 
the receiving order, their decision might have been very different if 
an adjudication of bankruptcy had been made; for, in that case, the 
other creditors would have acquired an interest. In Ex parte Owen, 
In re Owen (L. R. 12 Q. B. D. 113), a judgment had been obtained in 
the names of two partners, and a bankruptcy notice served on the 
debtor. A bankruptcy petition was then ted. in the 
names of the two partners; but, before it came on to be heard, 
one of the partners went into banbkruptcy, and a trustee was 
appointed. The Court of Appeal decided that, though there was a 
good act of bankruptcy, a receiving order could not be made against 
the debtor unless the trustee was added as a co-petitioner. In a 
case of Ex parte Whinney, In re Sayders (ante, p. 617), before the 
Queen’s Bench Division (on appeal from the Brighton County 
Court), it was held that a balance order (in a voluntary winding up 
of a company) on a contributory for the payment of calls made on 
him before the commencement of the winding up, was not a final 
judgment. 











688 











In the recent case of Jn re Woodall, a testator had obtained final 
judgment against the debtor in 1879. In April, 1884, the executrix 
served a bankruptcy notice upon the debtor, and subsequently pre- 
sented .a bankruptcy petition. The Court of Appeal decided (re- 
versing the decision of the registrar) that a receiving order could not 
be made, on the ground that, as the executrix had not obtained leave 
under ord. 42, r. 23, to issue execution, she was not entitled to serve 
a bankruptcy notice. It was pointed out that the sub-section speaks 
of a final judgment on which execution has not been stayed, and the 
Court of Appeal considered that, this being so, a creditor could not 
serve a bankruptcy notice unless he was entitled to issue execution. 
The form of notice given in the schedule, which requires payment “ in 
accordance with the terms of the judgment,” was also regarded as 
confirmatory of this view. It was urged in argument that the sub- 
section only speaks of the creditor who has obtained the final judg- 
ment, and that, therefore, his legal personal representative could, 
under no circumstances, issue a bankruptcy notice. Lindley, L.J., 
said that, possibly, if the words were looked at through a very power- 
ful microscope, with an exceedingly narrow field, they might bear 
this interpretation ; but the decision of the court was based upon the 
simple ground that, as the executrix had not taken the proper steps 
to entitle her to issue execution, she was clearly debarred from the 
severer remedy afforded by service of a bankruptcy notice, 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


BILL OF SALE. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—A. mortgaged certain furniture to B. A copy of the bill of 
sale was duly filed. Afterwards B. executed the original, but un- 
attested. Now he sets up the bill of sale against an execution. The 

contains a covenant by the mortgagee for peaceable 
possession until default in payment. It is contended that parol 
evidence cannot be given to show when the mortgagee signed the 
deed, and that the copy filed is not a true copy of the original as now 
put forward, and, therefore, not available against an execution. 

The covenant by the mortgagee avoids any contention that his 
signature is mere surplusage, and the omission in the copy is a 
clerical error. 

I am under the impression that I have seen a reported decision 
that, where the copy bill of sale contains only a copy of the mort- 
gegor’s signature, the subsequent eigning of the original defeats 
registration, and that the bill of sale is no answer to an execution 
creditor, Can any ae rd readers refer me to the case and inform 
me where it is reported ? INQUIRER, 

_ London, W.C., July 23, 








Mr. Justice Wills has appointed Mr. Richard Cripps to be his clerk. 


Mr. W. J. Me‘calfe, Q.C., the judge of the Bristol County Court, on 
Tuesday made some observations on the subject of imprisonment for debt. 
After pointing out that according to the returns 69 persons were im- 
prisoned by the Bristol County Court, whereas out of these 44 only re- 
mained in prison, 25 paid and were discharged; and that the imprison- 
ments amounted to only 1 in 375 of the original plaints, 1 in 84 of the 
judgment summonses, and 1 in 30 of the orders of commitment; that is, 
that 29 out of 30 against whom orders of commitment were made paid the 
money, nearly 19 out of 20 of those against whom warrants actually issued 

the money, and so did 1 out of 3 of those taken to prison; and that 

this com: ty a at least £10,000 out of a total money claim of 
£62,524 been obtained for the creditors in this court, the judge re- 
marked :—These are facts. It is not for me, but for the legislator to deal 
with them, to enact, if thought advisable, that there should be no im- 
prisonment for debt, to encourage dealing for ready money, to abolish all 
Poe ayn’ payment of debts, or to limit or define the sort of compulsion. 
But that the subject may be be properly dealt with it is useless and mis- 


debtors is yearly imprisoned. This fact for any useful purpose 
taken connection with the money obtained by the process and by 

the number imprisoned with the whole body of debtors who 
y pay. I do not hesitate, however, to express my opinion that 
it will be an evil day for creditors and for the country if imprisonment for 
debt should be wholly abolished, and that the debtors would probably 
find a less merciful process of coercion substituted. The only persons to 
= benefited would be the county court judges, who would thus be relieved 


; — most painful, the most anxious, and the most onerous of their 
it 
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NEW PRACTICE CASES. 


R. 8. C., 1883, orp. 65, n. 6—Securrry ror Cosrs—Action sy Trusrag 
in Banxruprcy.—In a-case of The Trustee in Bankruptcy of Pooley y, 
‘Whetham, before Pearson, J., on the 18th inst., the question arose whether 
the trustee in a bankruptcy who was plaintiff in an action ought to be 
required to give security for the costs of the action. Pzanson, J., held 
that the mere fact that the plaintiff was a trustee in wea ge | was nota 
sufficient reason for requiring him to give security for costs. 


A 


July 26, 1884. 


( 


hough he Ff 


was plaintiff in a representative character, he was personally liable for : 


costs, and, if it was shown that he was insolvent, the court had power and 
would compel him to give security personally. But in the present case 
there was no sufficient evidence that the plaintiff could not pay the costs of 
the action, and therefore the application must be refused. His lordshi 
expressed his disapproval of the decision of the Court of Queen’s Ben 
in Denster v. Ashton (L. R. 4Q. B. 591).—Cotnsex, Higgins, Q C., and 
Northmore Lawrence ; Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., and Grosvenor Woods ; Cookson, 
Q.C., and Emden, Soxrscrrors, Newman, Dale, § Stretton ; Snett, Son, ¢ 
Greenip ; Harper § Batteock. 





R. 8. C., 1883, orp. 58, n. 1L—Appzat—Evipence at Trratr—Cory or 
Jupce’s Nores.—In a case of Weston v. Sherwell, on the 22nd inst., an 
application was made to the Court of Appeal for directions that a copy of 
the judge’s notes of oral evidence taken at the trial and furnished to the 
Court of Appeal might be supplied to the yee for the use of his 
counsel on the hearing of the appeal. Rule 11 of order 58 provides that 
‘« When any question of fact is involved in an appeal, the evidence taken in 
the court below bearing on such question shall, sabject to any special order, 
be brought before the Court of Appeal as follows :—(é.) As to any evidence 
given orally, by the production of a copy of the judge’s notes, or such 
other materials as the court may deem expedient.”” The court (Bacoat- 
tay, Corron, and Linpiey, L.JJ.) refused the application. Baccatzay, 
L.J., said the judge’s notes were furnished to the Court of Appeal con- 
fidentially, and the court had no authority to give copies of them to the 
parties.—CounseL, C. 7. Mitchell. Soxscrrons, Wilkins, Blyth, § Dutton, 





PRACTICE APPEALS.* 
(Before Fretp and Lopzs, J.J.) 
July 7.—London and Tilbury Railway Company v. Kirk & Randall. 


Ord, 31, r, 14— Documents prepared after litigation has been 
threatened, with a view to obtaining the advice of a solicitor— 
sufficiency of affidavit. 


This was an appeal from an orderof Denman, J., requiring the defend. 
ants in the action to produce certain documents, in respect of which they 
had claimed privilege in their affidavit of documents. 

The Qitonlonts had been employed as contractors to execute certain 
building works for the plaintiff company, and in the course of the opera- 
tions certain sheds, the property of the plaintiffs, were consumed by fire 
caused by from an ine of the defendants. The plaintiffs 
claimed damages for this accident as due to the negligence of the defend- 
ants’ servants. 

In an affidavit of documents the defendants scheduled as privileged 
certain reports received by them from their foreman with reference to the 
burning of the shed in question. These they objected to produce, upon 
the ground that they been obtained after litigation threatened for the 
purpose of being laid before the defendants’ solicitor for his advice. Den- 
man, J., ordered that the defendants should produce the documents, upon 
the ground that it did not appear from their affidavit that the docu- 
ments were prepared solely for the purpose of being laid before the solici- 
tor. 

Edwyn Jones, for the defendants.—It is not to say that docu- 
ments have been obtained solely for the an ape of litigation. It is enough 
to say that they have originated or obtained with that object: 
Southwark Water Company v. Quick (L. R. 3 Q. B. D. 315); Wheeler v. Le 
Marchant (L. R. 17 Ch. D. 675). 

ten Q.C. eg —, poe a a is 8 to 

rotect these reports. It should a) t they were pr solely or 
foul for the Rg of bein pisced, bealowe the solicitor: Wheeler v. Le 
Marchant (L. R. 17 Ch. D. 675) ; Anderson v. Bank of Columbia (L. R. 2 Ch. 
D. 644) ; Bustros v. White (L. R. 1Q. B. D. 423). 

The Covnrr held that the affidavit was ‘sufficient to protect the documents, 
and that they were privileged from production. 

Appeal allowed, with costs. 

Solicitors for the —— Palmer § Co. 

Solicitors for thé defendants, Mackrell, Maind, § Co. = 





(Before Huppieston, B., and Hawxxys, J.) 
July 17.—Mulkern v. Doerks. 


Ord. 18, r. 2—Action for recovery of land—Cause of action joined 
without leave—Waiver by appearance. 


Under the Rules of Court, 1883, a defendant, by appearing in an 
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action for the recovery of land, is to be held as waiving any objec- 
tion to the writ of summons under ord. 18, r. 2. 
Pilcher v. Hinds (L. R. 11 Ch, D. 905) considered. 


Appeal from an order of Denman, J., in chambers, affirming an order 
of the master giving the plaintiffs leave to amend the writ of summons, 
and refusing an application of the defendant that a portion of the in- 
dorsement in the writ should be struck out, on the ground that the said 
indorsement involved an irregular joinder of cause of action. 

The plaintiffs brought the action, as trustees of the Birkbeck Building 
Society, against the defendant, a subscriber and mortgagor to the said 


society. 
The object of the action was to obtain foreclosure and arrears of interest 


upon the oe 

The writ, which was issued upon the 9th of June, 1884, without leave 
of a court or a judge, was originally indorsed for ‘‘recovery of possession 
of certain houses, and for arrears of subscription and mesne profits; 
arrears of subscription, —— months at £—— per month.”” The defend- 
ant entered appearance on the llth of June, and gave notice that he 
required astatement of claim. The plaintiffs then obtained leave ex parte 
toamend the writ, with a view to proceeding for summary judgment 
under order 14, and on June 25 served the amended writ of summons, 
indorsed as follows :—‘‘ The plaintiffs are entitled to possession of houses 
——,, the defendant having, by deed dated ——, attorned tenant to the 
plaintiffs, and the plaintiffs having determined such tenancy and for (sic) 
arrears of subscription and mesne profits, and for a receiver; particulars 
of arrears, &c.’’ On the previous day (June 24) the defendant had taken 
out a summons to strike out either the claim for possession of the houses, 
or that for arrears of subscription, upon the ground that the joinder of 
those causes of action being made without leave was irregular under ord. 
18,r. 2. Subsequently he applied that the plaintiffs’ amended indorse- 
ment should be struck out. The two summonses were eventually con- 
sidered by the master on the same day, and determined in favour of the 
plaintiffs. The master said that, if leave was necessary for the issue of 
such a writ, it was to be taken that he gave such leave. Denman, J., 
affirmed the master’s order. 


Arthur Yates, for the defendant.—Under ord. 18, r. 2, leave should have 
been obtained before the writ in this action was issued. ‘‘ Arrears of 
subscription’’ are not within the definition of subjects that may be 
joined with a claim for recovery of land as of course. The writ was 
irregular in. the first instance, and the master could not, or should not, 
have given leave afterwards. The leave is a condition precedent to the 
validity of the writ. Appearance by the defendant does not affect a 
waiver. He must ap for his own protection. Pilcher v. Hinds (L. R. 11 
Ch. D. 905) is directly in point. In Musgrave v. Stephens (W. N., 1881, 
163) it is true that leave was given to join a cause of action after appear- 
ance, but there the writ was regular in the first instance, being indorsed 
simply for possession of premises. 

Ashton Cross, for the plaintiffs, was not called on. 


The Covrr referred to ord. 12, r. 30, by which a defendant before 
appearing is at liberty, without obtaining an order to enter, or entering, 
a conditional appearance, to serve notice of motion to set aside the service 
upon him of the writ, or of notice of the writ, or to discharge the order 
authorizing such service. The defendant, therefore, by appearing to the 
writ, had taken a voluntary step, and one which was not forced upon him, 
or necessary for his protection. Then ord. 70, r. 1, made it clear that 
the writ was not void, but at most irregular. By ord. 70, r. 2, no applica- 
tion to set aside any proceeding for irregularity shall be allowed, unless 
made within reasonable time, nor if the party applying has taken any 
fresh step after knowledge of the irregularity. This was clearly incon- 
sistent with the previous decision in Pilcher v. Hinds, the effect of which 
was, therefore, abrogated. Even if there was a technical objection that 
could be supported against the writ, the causes of action were such as 
might fairly be joined, and in such a case the court would give the 
plaintiff leave to discontinue the action, and to issue a fresh t in the 
same terms, and that without costs to the defendant. 


Appeal dismissed, with costs. 
Solicitors for the plaintiffs, Poncione ¢ Leggett. 
Solicitor for the defendant, Arthur Griffiths. 








The Manchester City News says that ‘‘a meeting of solicitors who, before 
the passing of the new Bankruptcy Act, were largely engaged in liquida- 
tions under the Act of 1869, has recently been held in this city. It was, 
so we understand, called by a prominent member of the profession, upon 
the pressing solicitations of a high local bankruptcy official, who has not 
had a egy time since the new Act came into force. The meeting was 
asked for its views as to what should be the scale of charges allowed by 
the Board of Trade, but the gentlemen present had too keen a recollection 
of the manner in which they had been treated by the Board, and the high 
tone assumed by its representatives, to be in a humour to consider such a 
matter. Th _ ly declined to say an about it, knowing that 
the anxiety o Board of Trade was ly not about fees, but concern- 
ing the small amount of bankruptcy business which finds its way into the 


astp, De la Rue & Peg oe: bey oe Ben pug m 
possessing the advan anti-stylegraph pen. 
e can testify to the convenience and 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 


JUDGMENT—REGISTRATION—PRIORITY—PROTECTION OF ExEcUTOR—ORDER 
or ApministraTion—4 & 5 W. & M., c. 20, s. 3—23 & 24 Vicr. c. 38, s. 3.— 
In a case of Davidson v. Iilidge, before the Court of A on. the 2ist 
inst., a question arose as to the effect of section 3 of the Act 23 & 24 
Vict. c. 38. The Act4&5 W. &M., c. 20, had provided, by section 3, 
that no judgment not docketed should ‘“‘ affect any lands as to purchasers 
or mo , or have any preference against heirs, executors, or admin- 
istrators, in their administration of their ancestors’, testators’, or intes- 
tates’ estates.” Section 3 of the Act 23 & 24 Vict. c. 38, after reciting 
section 3 of the Actof William and Mary, states that the later Acts as to 
ae age: while providing that unregistered judgments should not affect 
ands as to purchasers, mortgagees, or creditors until registered, did not 
expressly enact that they should not have any preference against heirs, 
executors, or administrators in their administration of their ancestors’, 
testators’, or intestates’ estates, ‘‘in consequence whereof such heirs, 
executors, or administrators have been held to have lost the protection 
which they enjoyed” under the Act of William and » and 
that it was ient that that protection should be restored. It 
then provides that no judgment which has not been, or which shall 
not be, registered, ‘so as to bind lands, tenements, or hereditaments as 
against ore gaan mortgagees, or creditors, shall have any preference 
against heirs, executors, or administrators in their administration of their 
ancestors’, testators’, or intestates’ estates.’? The question was whether 
the effect of this provision is only to protect heirs, executors, or adminis- 
trators from an action by the ju ent creditor for a devastavit, in case 
they should pay simple contract debts in priority to the judgment debt, 
or whether it regulates the order of administration of assets. The court 
(Baccattay, Corron, and Linpiey, L.JJ.), affirming the decision of 
Chitty, J., held, in accordance with the decision of , J.» in Van 
Gheluive v. Nerincke (L. R. 21 Ch. D. 189, 26 Soxicrrors’ Journat, 547). 
that the effect of section 3 is to regulate the order of administration of 
assets, and not merely to protect the heirs, executors, or administrators.— 
Counset, Romer, Q.C., and E. Cutler; Crossley, Q.C., and Northmore 
Lawrence. Souicrrors, Davidson § Morriss ; Tatham, Oblein, § Nash. 


Lzease—Option To pukcHASE Frer—Nature or INTEREST CREATED IN 
LessEE—W1LL— Construction—Precatory Trust.—On the 17th inst. the 
Court of Appeal affirmed the decision of Pearson, J., in In re Adams and 
The Kensington Vestry (32 W. R. 120, L. R. 24 Ch. D. 199, 27 Soxrcrrors’ 
JourNnAL, 617). One question was as to the nature of the interest created 
in a lessee by a covenant on the part of the lessor to give him an option to 

urchase, at a specified price, the fee simple of the demised property. 
e lease was executed in ber, 1819, and was for a term of sixty 
years from Midsummer, 1819, and it contained a covenant by the lessor, 
for himself, his heirs, executors, and administrators, with the lessee, his 
executors, administrators, and assigns, that if the lessee, his executors, 
administrators, or assigns, should at any time or times thereafter be 
desirous of purchasing the fee simple and inheritance of the demised 
ony we and of such desire should-give notice in writing to the lessor, 
is heirs or assigns, then the lessor, his heirs or assigns, would, within 
one month after the receipt of the notice, make out a title to the demised 
property, and also accept the sum of £1,200 in full for the purchase of 
the fee simple and inheritance, and on receipt thereof would; at the cost 
of the lessee, his executors or administrators, convey the fee simple and 
inheritance, free from incumbrances, to the lessee, his heirs and assigns, 
or as he or they should direct. The lessee died in 1858 intestate, leaving 
a widow and children. In 1877 his heir-at-law, who was also his adminis- 
trator, gave notice to the devisee of a person who had, through the lessor, 
become entitled to the reversion in fee of the demised property, of his 
desire to exercise the option of seayr contained in the lease; and in 
July, 1877, the devisee, in compliance with the notice, conveyed the re- 
version in fee to the lessee’s heir-at-law, he paying the £1,200 out of his 
own money. In 1882 the heir entered into a contract to sell the Property, 
and, on his delivering an abstract of his title, the — obj that 
the vendor could not make a good title without the concurrence of the 
next of kin of the original lessee. Pzanson, J., allowed the objection. 
He was of opinion that the option of pores went with the lease, that 
it would have passed by an assignment of the lease without any express 
words, and that the property must be administered as part of the 
estate of the lessee, and the administrator could not hold it for own 
benefit. The Court of Appeal (Baceatay, Corron, and Lrvpter, L.JJ.) 
carvan having regard to the language of the covenant, this decision 
was right. 

The other point in the case arose thus. The person who had conveyed 
the reversion to the lessee’s heir was the widow of the previous owner. 
He, by his will, gave, devised, and bequeathed all his real and personal 
estate ‘unto and to the absolute use of my wife, her heirs, executors, 
administrators, and in full confidence that she will do what is 
right as to the thereof between my children, either in her life- 
time or by will after her decease.’ The purchaser objected that these 
words created a preca trust for the testator’s , and that a 

title could not be made without their concurrence. Pranrson, J., 
that no trust was created, but that the widow took an absolute in- 
terest; and the Court of Appeal affirmed the decision.—CounsaL, 
F. Pownall; N. R. Smart. Sorscrrons, Lucas ¢ Sons; Pontifex, Hewitt, 
$ Pitt. 

Bu or Excuance—Remrrtances To coven AccepraNces—Srxctric 

ApprRoPRIATION—INTEREST CREDITED TO REmiTTzEE.—In a case of Bx parte 
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“Broad, before the Court of Appeal on the 18th inst., a question arose as to 
the specific appropriation of remittances sent by the drawer of accommo- 
dation bills to- the acceptor for the purpose of meeting the bills at 
maturity. T., a merchant in Sweden, was in the habit of drawing bills 

N., a banker in London, which N. accepted for T.’s accommodation 

. used to remit to N. other bills on firms in London to put him in funds 
to meet his acceptances when they became due. N. frequently discounted 
the remitted bills, and carried the proceeds to the credit of his current 
account athis bankers: It was the practice of N., in the accounts which 
he furnished. to T. once a year, to credit T. with interest on the amounts 
of the remitted bills from their respective due dates, and to debit T. with 
interest, at the same rate, on the amounts of the payments which he made 
on T.’s behalf. On the 19th of April, 1883, T. drew a bill for £450 on 

N:, payable at three months’ date, which N. accepted. That bill became 
due on the 21st of July, 1883. On the 13th of July T. remitted to N. a 
bill‘on W., of London, for £450, payable at sight. In the letter inclosing 
this bill T. said, ‘‘Inclosed I beg to remit £450 at sight on W., which 
— encash to my credit.”” This bill was received by N. on the 17th of 

uly. On the 18th of July N. acknowledged the receipt of the bill 

‘in a letter in which he said, ‘‘which is noted to the credit of your 
account,’’ and in N.’s book of ‘‘ bills receivable’ the bill was entered as 
received on T.’s account. The remitted bill was accepted by W., and 
duly paid, and the proceeds were paid by N. to the credit of his current 
account with his bankers in the ordi course. On the 20th of = per 
stopped ent, and consequently the bill for £450 which N. 
accepted was not paid at meter; =e T. had to pay it. N. afterwards 
filed a liquidation petition, and T. claimed to have the £450, the amount 
of the remitted bill, paid to him out of N.’s assets, on the ground that the 
remitted bill wasspecifically appropriated to meet the other bill for £450, and 
that, asit had not been employed for this purpose, the remitter was entitled 
to have the proceeds repaid to him in full. Thecourt (Baccattay, Corton, 
and Linpuey, L.JJ.) disallowed the claim. They held that the case was 
— by In re The Gothenburg Commercial Company (29 W. R. 358, 25 

LIcrToRS’. JouRNAL, 217), and that, as the arrangement was that N. 
should discount the remitted bills when he pleased, and credit T. with 
interest, the money was not specifically appropriated to meet the accept- 
ances, and T. could only prove for the £450 in the liquidation. If the 
remitted bill for £450 had remained in specie at the commencement of the 
liquidation, T. would have been entitled to have it returned .to him.— 
Counsst, Sidney Woolf; J. E. Linklater. Soxtcrrors, H. Montagu ; Young, 
Jones, & Co. 





Wit1t—Consrruction — Marrrep Woman—Szparate Uset—ReEstRaint 
on Awnticrpation—InTEREST-BEARING FunD.—In a case of 0’ Halloran v. 
King, before the Court of Appeal on the 22nd inst., a question arose as to 
the effect of a gift by will to a married woman, for her separate use with- 
out power of anticipation. A testatrix gave all her real estate and the 
aa eof her personal estate to trustees, upon trust for sale and conver- 
sion, and, after payment of her debts and funeral and testamentary 
expenses, to raise the sum of £4,500, and to invest the same as therein men- 
tioned, and-to stand possessed of the stocks, funds, and securities, and the 
annual income arising therefrom, upon trust as to the annual income of the 
trust fund to pay the same to her brother R. for hislife; and from and after 
his decease, as to £1,000 part of such investments, and the future annual 
income thereof, in trust to pay the same annual income to her niece, E., 
for her life, and from and after her decease to stand possessed of such 
sum of £1,000, and the investments in or upon which the same might be 


thereof, in trust for and to pay the same annual income to her niece, M., 
for her life, and from and after her decease to stand possessed of the 
said sum of-£1,000, and the investments in or upon which the same might 
be invested, and the future annual income thereof, in trust for, and to pay 
and divide the same unto and between such of the children of M. as 
therein mentioned; and from and after the decease of R., as to £1,000, 
other part of the trust fund of £4,500, to stand possessed thereof in trust 
or, pay and divide the same unto and between such of the daugh- 
ters te niece, J., as therein mentioned; and from and after the 
R., a8 to £1,500, remaining part of the trust fund of £4,500, 
r and to pay the same to her niece, O., for her sole and separate 
the testatrix declared that ‘‘ the interest which any female may 
under this my will shall be for her sole and separate use, independ- 
the debts, control, or engagements of any husband with whom she 
or hereafter be intermarried, and without power to anticipate 
and for which her receipt shall alone be a sufficient discharge.”’ 
O. was married. No settlement was executed on her lage. 
shortly after the testatrix, before the £4,500 had been raised. The 
trustees afterwards invested £1,500, to meet the legacy to O., on a mort- 
. The question was whether O. was entitled to have the £1,500 

to her on her se receipt, or whether the trustees must 

her life. Kay, J., 
that she was only entitled to have the income paid to her 
during her life. The Court of A (Baceatiay, Corton, and Linp.y, 
L.JJ.). held that she was enti to have the £1,500 paid to her. 
Baceattay, L.J., observed that in the gift of the £1,500 to O. there was no 
reference whatever to income, and said that, in his opinion, the gift was a 
of asumof money. He thought that this view was not at all con- 
405) to the decision of Jessel, M.R., in In re Ellis’s Trusts (L. R. 17 Eq. 
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There the gift was of a sum of Consols, which was a perpetual 
- Nor was it contrary to the decision of Bacon, V.C., in In re 


Croughton’s Trusts (L. R. 8 Ch. D. 460). As to In re Clarke's Trusts (30 
W. R. 778, L. R, 21 Ch. D, 748, 26 Sorrcrrors’ Jourwat, 511) his lo 

was unable to adopt the view of Fry, J. So far as the actual S 
sion in that case went, that a sum of cash should be handed over 
to the married woman, his lordship thought it was right, unless 
the cash was the produce of an interest-bearing fund. His lordshi 
thought it could make no difference that the trustees had, after the dea 
of the testator, converted an interest-bearing fund into cash. In the 
present case he thought that, the time having arrived when the fund was 
payable, the lady could give a good discharge for it, though he thought 
that any charge on the fund created by her before the death of R. would 
have been invalid, Corron, L.J., thought the question was one of con- 
struction. He thought that an unfortunate expression had been used in 
some of the cases. It had been said that, when the gift was of an 


but that, if the gift was of a fund not bearing interest, the restraint would 


intention of the testator, his lordship thought he was in error. 


intention that the trustees were to retain the investments in their hands 
and pay her only the income. They were to pay the £1,500 to her, and 
her receipt was to be a sufficient discharge. aving regard to the fact 


pation might have full effect given to it by saying that any charge 
created by the married woman on the fund before it fell into possession 
would be void. Linptey, L.J., concurred.—Counset, Barber, Q.O., and 
Seward Brice ; Gregory. Sourcrtors, F. B. Paynter ; Slade § Slade. 





ArtizANs AND Lasovursers’ Dwetiincs Improvement Act, 1875 (38 & 
39 Vict. c. 36), s. 20, scHEpuLE, ss. 18, 20, 24, 26—Compznsation— 
ARBITRATOR’S AWARD—APPEAL TO JURY—INTEREST ON FURTHER Sum.—In 
a case of Shaw v. The Birmingham Corporation, before Chitty, J., on the 18th 
and 22nd inst., a question was raised under the Artizans’ ahd Labourers’ 
Dwellings Improvement Act, 1875, as to payment of interest on a further 
sum assessed by a jury to which the plaintiff had appealed in respect of 
land taken by the corporation, by virtue of their compulsory powers 
under the Act, and of which the plaintiff was tenent for life, subject to a 
lease of some eleven years, bearing a ground rent of £10 per annum. 
The procedure under the Act is analogous to, andin part embodies the 
provisions of, the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845. It appeared 
that the arbitrator’s final award was made in August, 1880, awarding 
the plaintiff £2,400. The plaintiff declined to accept the award, but the 
corporation being satisfied with the title paid into court £2,400, and on 
or about the 26th of March, 1881, took possession. In December, 1883, 
the plaintiff was awarded by a jury £3,200, and on the 15th of January, 
1884, the corporation paid the further sum of £800 into court. The 
plaintiff claimed to be entitled to four per cent. interest on the £800 from 
the 26th of March, 1881, up to the 15th of January, 1884. Onrrry, J., 
said that in an ordinary case between a vendor and purchaser, where no 
provision was made by contract as to payment of interest on the purchase- 
money, the settled law was that interest was payable from the time when 
the purchaser could prudently have taken possession of the property. In 
the case of In re Pigott v. The Great Western Railway Company (29: W. R. 
727, L. R.18 Ch. D. 146), Jessel, M.R., applied the rule to the contract or 
quasi-contract arising between the parties under the Lands Clauses Con- 
solidation Act, 1845, when the compulsory powers of the statute were 

ut in force. Ina previous case of Rhys v. Dare Vale Railway Company 
3 W. R. 23, L. R. 19 Eq. 93), Bacon, V.C., held that interest was 
payable by the railway company from the time of taking possession under 
its statutory powers, and not merely from the subsequent period when 
the price was ascertained by the verdict of a jury, and that decision 
appeared to be correct; and, although Jessel, M.R., in In re Pigott v. The 
Great Western Railway Company, dissented from some remarks of Bacon, 
V.C., in In re Eccleshill Local Board (28 W. R. 530, L. R. 13 Gh. D. 365, 
yet he did not, andin his (Chitty J.’s) opinion, could not have expressed 
dissatisfaction with the decision of the Vice-Chancellor in Rhys y. Dare 
Vale Railway Company. 'The result of the provisions of the Artizans and 
Labourers’ Dwellings Improvement Act, 1875, which regulated the proce- 
dure in respect of lands compulsorily taken by means analogous to, but 
not identical with, those provided by the Lands Clauses Consolidation 
Act, 1845, was, when the ype of the decision in Pigott v. Great 
Western Railway Company was applied to them, that if the local authority 
had, under section 20 of the schedule to the Act of 1875, paid the 
purchase-money into court, and had seen, approved of, and accepted the 
title, the local authority, being entitled to take pomenton. was bound to 
pay interest as from the date when they could have taken possession on 
any further sum payable as purchase-money. Nor could such interest 
be said to be provided for by the subsequent verdict of the jury. For 
it was clear from an inspection of the provisions of the Act of 1875 that 
the true functions of the jury were to sit by way of appeal to determine 
the amount of compensation, and that they, on the one hand, ought not 
to give anything for the interest for the period which had elapsed since 
the award appealed from, and that, on the other hand, they ought not to 
take into consideration the circumstance that the perty ad, since the 
award, become more valuable, because, as in the. nee before the 
court, an outstanding lease had, since the date of the award, become 
nearer expiration. It was the function of the jury to assess the ,com- 





_ iaratten a Se Cake Wiehe: His Sate Ved avs, It was true as 
e general rule, antecedent interest was not payable on uma eran by 
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interest-bearing fund, the restraint on anticipation would be effectual; : 


be ineffectual. If Fry, J., meant to say that the question depended on — 
the accident of the condition in which the fund was, and a the © 

e true © 
test was whether the testator intended that the married woman should be 
able to give a receipt for the fund. In the present case it was given to © 
her absolutely, for her separate use, and there was no indication of any 


a 


that the gift was of a reversionary interest, the clause restraining antici- | 
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a verdict of a jury or a judgment of a judge, so as to give a retra- 
spective effect to such verdict or judgment, but the proceedings in the 
nt case were taken to ascertain the amount of the purchase-money, 
and the verdict of the jury or a effect an alteration of an award made, ant 
must be taken as substituting in the award made in 1881 thesum of £3, 
for that of £2,400. The plaintiff, therefore, was entitled to the interest 
he claimed.—Counszt, Romer, Q.C., and P. Beale ; Ince, Q.C., and Methold. 
Soxrcrrors, Church, Rendell, §& Treherne, for E. Westwood, Birmingham ; 
Sharpe, Parkers, Pritchard, § Sharpe, for E. O. Smith, Town Clerk, Bir- 
mingham. e 





Pracrice—Morreace— Foreciosure AnsoLuts — Morrcacor TENANT 
my Tall DECLINING TO BAR Estate Tatt—Vestinac Orper—Tarustee Act, 
1850, s. 30.—In a case of Pugh v. Williams, before Chitty, J., on the 19th 
inst., an application was made to the court on the of a mortgagee 
for a vesting order under section 30 of the Trustee Act, 1850. It appeared | 
that the mortgagor, who was tenant in tail in possession of the mort- 

property, had been absolutely foreclosed by order of the court, ai 

declined to bar the entail. It was also ed that the mo: r 
might pay the costs of the application, seeing that he had been 
foreclosed. Currty, J., said that he would make a vesting order 
analogy to the case of Mason v. Mason (26 W. R. 565, L. R. 7 Ch. D. 
707), and in that form, and the land would be freed from estates tail. 
The costs of the application, however, could not be given (Smith y. 
Boucher, 1 Sm. & Gif. 72), and it would be safer to give no costs.— 
Counse., Bardsweil. 





Company—Payment sy Svurety—Set-orr—Winpine vup— UNimiTep 
Company—Oartirs—Compantes Act, 1862, s. 101.—In a case of In re The 
Norwich Equitable Fire Assurance Company, Brasnett’s case, before Bacon, 
V.C., on the 21st inst., the question arose whether in the winding up of an 
unlimited company a director and contributory, who, after the winding. 
up order, had paid £500 in respect of a promissory note given by him 
secure the overdrawn banking account of the company, could set off the 

ayment so made by him against a call made by the directors before the 
filing of the petition, but not yet paid. Bacon, V.C., said that the ques- 
tion turned upon the 101st section. Brasnett had never entered into any 
contract with the company by virtue of which he could claim this set-off 
so as to be paid 20s. in the pound to the extent of his debt in preference 
to the other creditors, He had a right to stand in the shoes of the bank 
as a creditor to the extent of the £500, but not to set it off against the 
call—Counset, Horton Smith, Q.C., and Methold; Marten, Q.C., and 
Seward Brice. Sotrcrrors, Owles § Collinson ; Boxall § Boxall. 





Serrtep Lanp—Satz spy Tenant ror Lire—Appiication or Caprrau 
Monzys—Discuarce or IncumBraNcEsS—IMPROVEMENTS—CHARGE FoR LAND 
Drawace ImpRrovEMENTS—[MPROVEMENT OF LAND Act, 1864 (27 & 28 Vict. 
c, 114), ss. 27, 49, 66—Szrrizp Lanp Act, 1882, ss. 21 (suB-sECTIONs L., 11.), 
25, 26, 33, 53.—In a case of In re Knatchbull’s Settled Estates, before 
Pearson, J., on the 17th inst., the question arose whether charges on 
settled land for drainage improvements, made before the Settled Land 
Act, under the powers conferred by the Improvement of Land Act, 1864, 
the charges being terminable—i.e., to be paid off by annual instalments in 
a fixed period of years—were ‘‘incumbrances affecting the inheritance ’’ 
within the meaning of sub-section (ii.) of section 21 of the Settled Land 
Act, 1882, so that they could be paid off out of ‘‘ capital money ”’ 
under the Act, The trustees of the settlement had in their hands moneys 
arising from sales of part of the settled estates, and the tenant for life was 


large rtion of the estates. The estates which he was about to sell were, 
with the rest of the settled estates, subject to various terminable changes 
for drainage improvements, created under the Act of 1864, and the question 
was whether these charges could be paid off out of the capital moneys in 
the hands of the trustees, or out of the proceeds of the proposed sale. 
Pzanson, J., held that these charges were not ‘‘incumbrances affecti 
the inheritance’’ within the meaning of section 21 (ii.), and that, even 
though the improvements were such as would have been authorized or 
sanctioned under sections 25 and 26, the charges for them could not be 
paid out of the capital money, the operation of sections 25 and 26 being 
prospective, not retrospective. The Settled Land Act was not intended to 
relieve the tenant for life from liabilities which he had taken on himself 
before that Act came into operation.—Counsgx, Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., and 
Herbert Lake; Cookson, Q.C., and Charles Church. Soxrcrrors, Lake, 
Beaumont, § Lake ; H. J. Bell. 





SOLICITORS’ CASES. 
Court or APppgRAL. 
(Before Brett, M.R., and Bowen and Fry, L.JJ.) 
July 21.—In re Henry Holland, a Solicitor. 

This was an appeal i Beer Holland, a solicitor, from an order of Mr. 
Baron Huddleston and Mr. Justice Hawkins, suspending him from practice 
fora year (ante, p. 675). It appeared that, on the 10th of June, 1881, 
Holland, as solicitor, recovered judgment for a client for £104, to be paid 
Ld ragga By — Ist of — ore S nee received plied wah A 

e . During that summer the client a to ‘or 
his bill of costs and for an account of dhe cme cenetved On the 4th of 
July, 1882, in answer to pressure for the money, Mr. Holland gave the 





client a cheque for £10, which was dishonoured. The bill of costs was not J 


delivered until an attachment was ordered, but, on 
1883, the bill was delivered, amounting to £53 19s. 9d. 
reduced on taxation to £26, leaving about £15 due to 
money not having been paid, the client applied to strike the 
the rolls. He stated in his affidavit that when, before July, 1882, he 
anoles to a * hagenwe for an po se oe page pn 

e money. e matter was re’ a , wi 
the slides, with the result that the Divisional Court ordered to 
pay the money, and to be q 
and now ap from so much of the order as related to the 
The master fount thet han. She aieus spares. > yee 
had been received, Holland said that he ' 
the judgment debtor, and that it was on the 3rd of A: 
client first ascertained that Holland had received the £42 15s. 4d. I 
alleged that the client’s affidavit was inconsistent with that finding, that the 
solicitor had owned to having money in his hands, and that though the 
client did not know the exact amount until August 3, 1883, Y hog he did know 


that the amount, whatever it would be exceeded bill of costs. 
No explanation was given before the master or the jal Court as to 
the cheque being onoured, but on appeal the counsel for the soli¢itor 


was allowed to read, as part of his speech, an affidavit explaining the 
occurrence. : 

Candy, for the solicitor. 

Morton Daniel, for the client, was not called upon to argue. 

Hollams watched the case on behalf of the Incorporated Law Society. 

The appeal was dismissed. 

Brett, M.R., said that in his view the proper 
bill of costs was a dishonest bill, made out in order to 
a balance in the solicitor’s favour, so that after having 
he would be justified in saying that he had not ; 
extent of the bill. The present affidavit of the solicitor, if it been 
made and proved in court, would not have been one which the court could 
have accepted as anything like true, but it would have. been false. So 
hinking the sentence of the court too severe, his lordship 


inference was that the 
d to show 

ven: & 

money to the 


| 


far from thi 
doubted very much whether it ought not to have been that the 
should be struck off the rolls. 


Bowen, and Fry, L.JJ., gave judgment to the same effect.— Zimes. 





July 20.—In re W. B. Abbott and In re Edward Lewis. 


In this case a divisional court had ordered Mr. W. B. Abbott, a solici- 
tor, to be struck off the rolls for allowing one Edward Lewis, who was not 
a solicitor, to practise in his name, and had further, under section 32 of 
the Solicitors’ Act, 1843, made an order committing Lewis to prison. 
Against this order Lewis now 


‘M Intyre, Q.0., and H. Reed, appeared in support of the but, in 
reply to the Master of the Rolls, they stated Lewis not surren- 


dered nor gone to prison, and that he was not then present in court. 
The Court thereupon refused to go into the case upon the merits. 
M’ Intyre and Reed then to argue that the order was bad 
the face of it as not sufficiently showing any oe commitment. 
The Court, however, without oe Mr. R. V. Williams, who 
in support of the order, were —— opinion that it sufficiently 
the ground of the commitment, that, as the appeal —S 
of discipline only, it could not, according to the be: 
the appellant surrendered and was present to e the order of the court. 
If, however, Lewis appeared next Saturday they would hear the case on its 
merits. — Times. 


ie 








OBITUARY. 


MR. JUSTICE WILLIAMS. 


The Hon. Sir CharlesJohn Watkin Williams, Knight, one of the j 

of the Queen’s Bench Division, died suddenly when on circuit at Neuse 
ham, on the 17th inst., at the of fifty-five. The deceased judge Was 
the eldest son of the Rev. Peter rector of Liansannan, 
shire, and was born in 1828. He was educated at Ruthin’ 
School and at St. *s Hall, Oxford. He studied for the medital pro- 
fession at University , London, where he passed all the necessary 
examinations, and he was fora short time house surgeon at University 
College Hospital. He afterwards elected to follow the 

and he was called to the barat the Inner Temple in 1854, when he joined 
the Home Circuit, His progress was slow, bu na 
became known 

London, 


and, altho’ 
share of the leading mercantile business 

retained in appeals before the House of Lords. In 1868 he 
M.P. for the Boroughs in the Liberal interest. 
, he was elected M.P. for Carnarvonshire. 


oe 


Court of Appeal, he was appointed ‘by Lor to 
the vacant Queen’s Bench judgeship; and received the usual honour of 
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=— 
knighthood. He had for a long time suffered from disease of the heart. 
In the spring of the present year he spent a few weeks in the south of 
France, and it was hoped that his strength had been restored, and he 
elected to go on the Midland Circuit in the hope of deriving benefit from 
the change of air. He presided in the civil court at Nottingham on 
Thursday, the 17th inst., and afterwards was attacked with illness, which 
pon fatal in a few minutes. Mr. Justice Williams was a bencher of 
e Inner Temple and a magistrate for Denbighshire. He was married, 
in 9855, to the daughter of Mr. William Carey, who died in 1864, and in 
1865 to one of the daughters of the late Lord Justice Lush. Mr. Justice 
Williams was buried at Kensal Green Cemetery on the 22nd inst. 





MR. JOHN HORATIO LLOYD. 


Mr. John Horatio Lloyd, barrister, died at 100, Lancaster-gate, on the 
18th inst., at the age of eighty-five. Mr. Lloyd was the eldest son of Mr. 
John Lloyd, of Stockport, and was born in 1799. He was educated at 
Queen’s College, Oxford, where he obtained a double first (classics and 
mathematics), in 1821, and he was afterwards elected a fellow of Brasenose 
College. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Easter Term, 
1826. Mr. Lloyd was M.P. for the borough of Stockport in the Liberal 
interest from 1832 till 1835. He was married to the daughter of Mr. 
Holland Watson. 








LOCAL TRIAL OF ACTIONS. 


On the 18th inst. the Lord Chancellor received a deputation from Lan- 
cashire and Cheshire, who desired to express their dissatisfaction with the 
new Order in Council for holding the winter and summer assizes at 
Manchester and Liverpool, and to ask that continuous sittings should be 
held instead of the new arrangement. 

The Lorp Cuancettor said that the general subject was one to which 
he had given great attention. He had been most anxious that everything 
reasonable and practicable should be done to meet the requirements of 
local business. There were some points on which there was considerable 
room for differences of opinion, but on the general point, that it was de- 
sirable to give all reasonable facilities for the trial of local causes where 
they coul be most cheaply and conveniently tried, he was, and he had 
been, in entire accord with the deputation. The point on which he must 
respectfully ask to be permitted to reserve his own judgment was this— 
whether it could be at once determined that we had exhausted the capaci- 
ties of an improved assize system, and that assizes should be done away 
with. If one of a limited number of judges were to be practically in the 
country at all times, this might involve a great waste of judicial time, 
unless the business were sufficient to justify his detention. His absence 
would — business in London, and certainly the concession or demand 
made would lead to similar demands, which would be made with a great 

of reason, from other parts of the country. This was a matter 

on which ‘certainly the leaning of his own mind had been, and was, that 
we should proceed by way of development, in the first instance, by 
the improvement of the system which we called the circuit or 
assize system. It was a matter of substance, and not of name. They 
might speak of abolishing assizes and substituting sittings; it would be 
the same thing in substance; it would be a judge going down from 
London, to try such causes as were ready to be tried, and returning to 
London, as he ought to return, when he had done the work. This was all 
he thought it right to say upon the general subject; but he could assure 
them that he had been, and he still was, most anxious that what could 
be reasonably done should be done to meet practical wants. With regard 
to details, there were several things as to which he thought there had 
, and still was, some misunderstanding. A good deal was heard 
about the importance of trying witness causes in the admiralty and 
chancery courts on the spot. He was not aware what there was to pre- 
vent that being done if the parties were willing to do it. This oak be 
done under a general order which was now in force, and which was going 
to be altered so as to give a more distinct intimation of the desirability of 
the permission ex “ay gt pewenten yb eae that all causes in 
be mar’ or P of trial which the plaintiff 
desired ; if the plaintiff used that power unreasonably, or if he Thia not 
use it at all, there was nothing to prevent an application being made by 
anyone entitled to make it that the cause should be locally tried; 
and that — to the Admiralty Division and to the Chancery 
Division. might have been in some doubt, but it was 
made clear by a new order. New orders were in 

, and he hoped they would particularly provide for those 
ity and chancery cases which required to be ] y tried—namely, 
cases in which there were a number of witnesses who were generally local 
witnesses. In chancery these motions generally came on with motions for 
injunctions. As he said, if the plaintiff had the good sense to know that 
& cause ought to be tried in the country, there was nothing to prevent him 
making it to be so tried. It was p to make a rule that when.any 
motion of the kind came before the court, if it appeared that the witnesses 
resided in the country, and the case could be more conveniently tried 
there, it should be sent down for trial. There would be a provision made 
for judges going from either division, when the number of’ causes made it 
- He could not understand how it was that the plaintiffs in 
eny. caness did not mark them to be tried at Liverpool; there was 
nothing in the world to prevent it; butif it could be shown that plaintiffs 
ly to the court, and the court would 
misunderstanding 


=: 


i 


defendants might a 
make such order as it thought right. There was some 





about the new Order in Council. Its provisions were never meant to be 
inflexibie. There was an —— provision that all causes should be dis. 
posed of as far as possible. It would be a mistake to suppose that because 
certain dates were named in the schedule for the beginning of businegs 
at Manchester and at Liverpool that, if the Manchester business 
was not finished when the day came for opening the assizes at 
Liverpool, it was to be broken off. He was surprised to find that some 
disappointment had been created by the omission of an arrangement for 
the tria] of civil causes at the spring assizes. The real reason was it was 
contemplated that if the Liverpool winter assizes were to begin on the Ist 
of March, and be continued until the business was disposed of, they 
would be continued into April if necessary, so that it would not be 
robable there would be, at the time the spring assizes were held, other 
sa oe of sufficient amount to make it inconvenient to wait until the 
sittings which were to begin in June. That aa og be a mistake, and it 
‘was under consideration whether it should not altered, and whether 
civil business should not be taken at the spring assizes. It might be 
assumed that there might be some other alterations, but they wouid all 
be made upon this principle—that this business had to be done whatever 
time it required to do it, and the machinery was provided by the Order in 
Council. If one judge was occupied for thirty-five days, he was to be 
relieved, and another judge was to come; if the judge wanted special 
assistance another judge was to come. He was afraid that the suggestion 
that one judge was better than two or three would not meet with 
unanimous approval. On the same principle it might be demanded that 
there should be only one i udge sittingin London. He could assuré them 
that the Order in Council would be revised to avoid as far as possible 
any misconception, and to insure that its working would produce the 
desired result. It had been suggested that at the assizes there had been a 
hurry, owing to the desire to get through business. If this Order in 
Council did not fail in its intention, he ho there would no longer be 
any reason for such hurry. No judge could be occupied more than thirty- 
five days ata time; and the ay motive for hurrying would be 
removed. He had too much confidence in the judges to believe that th 
would set themselves against the proper working of the order. After all, 
unless they kept a judge always, which might involve a great waste of 
judicial time, it would be the same thing if the work was done whether 
the sittings were called assizes or not. As tothe number of causes that 
were referred, he had a statistical statement from the bar of the Northem 
Circuit which completely dis of the statement that references were 
increased by the difficulty of obtaining trial. The business had been 
disposed of except on one occasion, when the number of days assigned 
to it were unusually small. It did not appear from this state- 
ment that there had been any cases forced unnecessarily to 
reference, or that there had been any complaint on the subject. 
He quite agreed that, if greater facilities were given, more business would 
be done, and that there was a reserve to be drawn upon; we were notto 
assume that the number of causes from each place represented ere 
the whole number which would be set down when a system was at wor! 
which would insure all being properly disposed of. He thought there 
would probably be more causes, and he hoped there would be more. But 
he could not perceive that there was any evidence of alleged postponement 
and of enforced reference. As to resort to arbitration, he was sorry to say 
delays here were at leastas great as they were in Manchester, and if parties 
thought they could get a shorter road than a trial to a decision they re- 
sorted to arbitration. He was quite convinced that in no conceivable system 
was it likely we should get rid ofarbitration. They might depend upon it 
that what could be done to give acomplete and fair and satisfactory trial to 
the ware system would be done, and he really hoped he might rely 
upon the good sense and reasonableness of the communities which the 
deputation represented not to endeavour to force an experiment of a diffi- 
t kind to an extreme extent which, asit seemed to him, in a 
state of things, could not be assented to without a tendency to paralyse the 
administration of justice all over the country. 

Mr. Horxtnson said that in the Chancery Court of Lancashire there was 
an entire system at work; but the judge was not a judge of the ~ 
Court, and his jurisdiction was restricted. It had been suggested that hi 
jurisdiction should be extended to common law cases, and also that the 
area of his jurisdiction might be extended. The system was right, only 
the judge was weak owing to these restrictions. 

The Lorp Cuancettor said that the first point, as to the extension of 
the jurisdiction of the judge, might well deserve consideration, and 
personally he should regard it with favour; but it would probably be 
open to doubt whether he should have jurisdiction over the whole 
country, unless he was made a judge of the Supreme Court. If the local 
community were pogeet to suggest means whereby, without increasing 
the charge on the public revenue, the could t increased so as to 
make it equal to that of the judges of the Su e Court, he would 
not any opinion, but, at all events, t would remove any 
financial difficulty. 

Mr. Horxinsow: I do not think that would be diffigult. 

The Lorp Cuancettor: I do not mean by appropriating fees to the 


Mr. Horxmson: There is already a surplus of fees to the amount of 
£8,500 a year. 

The Lonp Cuancetzor: I suppose something is done with them ? 

Mr. Horxinson: There is an accumulation of £77,000. 

The Lonp Cuancettor: Accumulated and nothing done with it. I 
am glad to hear of such a fund. I am much obliged to you for 
ring aie aes Satriani we can discover some mode of applying it 





Jy: 
The deputation thanked his lordship and withdrew. 
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NEW ORDERS, &c. 
FEES AND PERCENTAGES. 
ORDER AS TO THE Fers AND PERCENTAGES WHICH ARE REQUIRED TO BE TAKEN IN THE SuPREME Court or Juprcaturs By Means or Stamps 


Whereas by section 26 of the Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1875, it is provided that the fees and percentages a a 
High Court of Justice and in the Court of Appeal, and in any Court to be created by | Commission, and in any office which is connected with any 
’ 


of those Courts, or in which any business connected with any of those Courts is condu 
shall be impressed or adhesive, 

or, may from time to time make such rules as 

and regulating the use of such etamps, and particularly for —s the application thereof to 


by means of stamps; and further, that such stam 
Treasury, with the concurrence of the Lord Chan 


to be used for the purposes of such stamps, and for ensuring 
Now, we, the undersigned, being two of the Lords Commissioners of 
hereby give notice, and order and direct :— 


shall, except so far as may be otherwise 
as the Treasury may from time to time direct ; and that the 
may seem fit for publishing the amount of the fees 
eg epee pe oe ga 
e proper cancellation of such stamps, and for keeping accounts of suc ° 
ton oe Her Majesty’s Treasury, do, with the concurrence of the Lord Chancellor, 


ted to be taken in the 
be taken 


1; That from and after the date at which this order shall come into operation the stamps used for denoting the said fees and percentages shall be 
ibed in the schedule hereto. 


of the character, and be applied and otherwise dealt within the manner, 


2. That the adhesive stamps at present in use in the Supreme Court of 


Commissioners of Inland Revenue. 


Judicatare shall continue to be used so long as they are supplied by the 


3. That in any case in which a deposit of stamps is required, pursuant to the Order as to Supreme Court Fees, 1884, such deposit shall be made 
The SCHEDULE above referred to. 


in the manner provided by such Order. 


any proceedings herein refe 


The official forms, with bea. agg or adhesive stamps (as the case may be), required in any Comrt or Office of the Supreme Court, in respect of 
to, may be obtained at the Inland Revenue Offices, Royal Courts of Justice. 


orms and Stamps for use in the Principal Probate Registry (which except for searches are all adhesive) can be purchased from the licensed 


vendors at Somerset House. 


Summonses, Writs, Commissions, and Warrants. 





—_——se 


Document to be 
Stamped. 


Character of 
Stamp to be used. 


"Ofcorvations.. 





On sealing a writ of summons for commencement of an action. 

On sealing a concurrent, renewed, or amended writ of summons for com- 
mencement of an action. 

On sealing a notice for service under Order XVI., rule 48. 

On sealing a writ of mandamus. 

On sealing a writ of subpoena not exceeding three persons. 

On sealing a writ of execution, a subpoena pursuant to the Court of Pro- 
bate Act, 1858, section 23, and every other writ. 

On sealing or issuing any originating summons. 

On amending same. 

On sealing or issuing a summons for directions under Order XXX. 

On sealing or issuing any other summons on taxing master’s warrant. 

On filing a notice to have a reference to an Admiralty Registrar placed in 
the list for hearing. 

On a notice in Admiralty actions pursuant to Order LXVII., rule 10. 

On sealing or issuing a commission to take oaths or affidavits in the 
Supreme Court. 

On every other commission. 


On marking a copy of a petition of right for service. 


Writ of summons 
” 
Notice 
Precipe left at time 
of issuing writ 


” 
Summons 
Summons 
Summons or warrant 
Notice 
Commission 
Commission 


Copy of petition 








Impressed: 


Impressed or adhesive 
Impressed, adhesive 
in Probate Registry 


habesive 


ingens or — 
mpressed or adhesive 
Impressed 





The commission or the 


y of tion to be 
waitten a otek 
paper, or the document 
to be produced at the 





Appearances. 


The fee payable on entering or amending an ap 
the Appendix to the Rules of the Su 
fees for all persons beyond the first 


shall be denoted by an impressed stamp on the form of memorandum as yoreaieed Sy 


reme Court, 1883, and Where the appearance of more than one person is entered by the same memorandum, 
be denoted by means of Pec stam . 


ps. 
Forms of memorandum of appearance with the impressed stamp for one or more defendants will be sold at the Inland Revenue Office, Royal 
Copies. 


Courts of Justice. 








On a copy of a written deposition of a witness to enable a party to print 
the same, 


On examining a written or printed copy, and marking or sealing same as | 


an office copy. 
On making a copy, and marking same as an office copy. 
On a copy in a foreign language. 
On a copy of a plan, map, section, drawing, photograph, or diagram. 
On a printed copy of an order, not being an office or certified copy. 





| Document to be Stamped. 


| Copy 
Copy 


| 


Character of Stamp to be used. 








Impressed or adhesive 





The fees 


Attendances. 


ble under this heading shall be den 
the atteudamsn of the afer. 8 denoted either by an impressed or adhesive stamp on the sabposna, notice or other document requiring 
Oaths, ge, 





Document to be 
Stamped. 


Charactér of 
Stamp to be used. | 


"Observations. 





On taking an affidavit or an affirmation or attestation upon honour in 


lieu of an affidavit or a declaration, except for th purpose of recei; 
of dividends from the Paymaster-General- " é “ 


Affidavit or 
document answer- 
ing thereto 


other | Impressed or adhesive 
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Documents to be Stam 
Character of Stamp to 


used. 


July 26, 5884. 


Regulations and Observations. 








‘And in addition thereto, for each exhibit therein referred to and Tequired 
to be marked. 





Stamps to be impressed or ad- 


hesive on affidavit 


The amount of Stamps should be 
marked on the Office copy 
































having been entered, filed or taken, or of the negative thereof, in- 


cluding certificate for use in a foreign country, and certificate of pro- 


ceedings pursuant to Order LXI., rule 24. 


Filisg. 
Document to be Character of tions and 
Sr Stamped. Stamp to be used. Observations. 
On filing a special case or petition of right. Special case, petition | Impressed Where practicable stamp 
tate ¥en ' of right, or preecipe 5 to be on special case or 
On filing, except in Admiralty actions, an affidavit, deposition, or set. of | Document Impressed or adhesive petition of right, and in 
depositions (including any exhibits annexed to any such affidavit or other cases on \preecipe 
deposition), statement of claim in default of appearance, official and filed. 
special referees’ certificates, petition, preliminary act, submission to 
arbitration, award, warrant of attorney, cognovit, bail, satisfaction 
piece, bond, writ of execution with return, and power of attorney, and 
every other proceediny in a Probate action or in a Divorce or other 
Matrimonial cause or matter required by Act of Parliament, general 
order, or order in the action, cause, or matter to be filed in the 
Principal Probaté Registry. 
On filing a scheme pursuant to the statute 30 & 31 Vict. c. 127, or the | Scheme Impressed 
Liquidation Act, 1868. 
On fhing scripts in a Probate action or on depositing, pursuant to an | Affidavit or Order Adhesive 
— in any cause or matter, any documents for safe custody or pro- | 
uction. 
On a receipt for any document or documents to which the two last fees | Receipt Adhesive 
apply, when deiivered out, or for any other document or documents 
when delivered out of the Principal Probate Registry. 
On filing an affidavit and notice under Order XLVI., rule 4. Affidavit Impressed 
On every minute in Admiralty actions pursuant to Order LXVI., rule 8, |-Minute Impressed or adhesive 
for every instrument or document to which the minute relates (other 
than an exhibit, or any instrument or document previously issued from 
the Registry or the Marshal’s office. 
On filing a bill of sale and affidavit therewith. Bill of Sale Impressed | 
ee filing under the Bills of Sale Acts, 1878 and 1882, any other | Document Impressed 
jocument. 
On filing an affidavit of registration of a bill of sale. Affidavit Impressed 
On filing a fiat of satisfaction. Fiat Impressed 
Certificates. 
ae ©: Document to be Character of ations and 
Stamped. Stamp to be used. rvations. 
On a certificate of appearance, or of a pleading, affidavit, or proceeding | Certificate | Impressed or adhesive 





Searches and Inspections. 


The fees on searches and inspections shall be taken by means of impressed stamps on a form of application, which will be issued and sold at the 


Inland Revenue Office, Royal Courts of Justice; or, for the Principal Probate Registry, at Somerset House. 


Examination of Witnesses. 


The fees under this heading may still be denoted by means of adhesive stamps, which may be affixed either to the deposition or to the order or 


memorandum of appointment for an examination. 











Hearing. 
By eile Document to be | Character of | Regulations and 
Stamped. | Stamp to be used, 8) tions. 
On entering or setting down, or re-entering or aus down, an | In the Chancery Re- | Impressed 
appeal to the Court of Appeal, or a cause or matter for trial or hearing istrars’ Office, on 
in any Court in London or Middlesex, or at any Assizes, includin anew provided for 
hearing or further consideration when no fee was paid on the origin the purpose 
hearing, whether on summons adjourned from Chambers or otherwise, | At offices of Associ- | Impressed or adhesive 
and including —_ case, a petition in a divorce or matrimonial ates on copy of | 
use or matter by which a proceeding is commenced, and petition of pleadings 
right, but not any other petition, nor any other summons adjourned | At all other offices of | Impressed or adhesive | = 
from Chambers. the h Court or in Probate Registry | 
Court of Appeal on 
SE ve preecipe ced 
On entering directions of the Judge at a trial and certifying same if | Certificate | Impressed or adhesive | 
required. 
On eo the attendance of Trinity Masters or other assessors on | Precipe Impressed 
the g of an Admiralty action. 
+ Onanswering and setting down for hearing in Court a petition by which | Petition Impressed 


any proceeding is commenced by any other petition. 














On draw 
the ori 
cause | 


or any 


On signi 
rule 1 
On a meé 
For co} 
requil 








For s 


| 


a2 | 


© 
i=] 
a 


aecde hieve Mie 
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Judgments, Decrees, and Orders. 


Document to be 
Stamped. 

















n drawing up and entering a judgment, decree, or order, whether on 
° the original hearing of a cause or on further consideration, including a 

cause commenced by summons at Chambers, and an order on the hear- 

ing of a special case or petition, and any order by the Court of Appeal, 
or any other order or judgment. 









stamp 
ASE OF 
ind in 
eecipe 


On signing a note or memorandum of an order, pursuant to Order LII., 
rule 14, when required for production, where no order is drawn up. 

Ona memorandum to enter an order nunc pro tunc. 

For copy of a plan, map, section, drawing, photograph, or diagram, 
required to accompany any order. 














oleae decree, or 
order 


Note or memorandum 


Memorandum 
Copy 








Impressed or adhesive 
Impressed 
Impressed or adhesive — an adhesive stamp 
mown the copy, 
th the im- 


pressed stamp should be 













certificate or order. 
of the fee ai 
office copy t 






In the Admiralty 





Proceedings at Judges’ Chambers or before a Master, Registrar, District Registrar, or Official Referee. 
The fees payable on these proceedings shall be paid in the manner provided by the Order as to Supreme Court Fees, 1884, 


Marshal's Offce. 


either by impressed or 
adhesive stamps, and where any such fees become due and payable upon making a certificate or order they shall be impressed or attached-on the 


When any such fee is impressed or attached on an order, the officer who enters the order shall note on the entry the amount 
oy on the order; and where any such fee is impressed or attached on a certificate the amount thereof shall be noted on every 












Document to be 
Stamped. 






.. Character of 
Stamp to be used. 








On the execution of a warrant. 

On the execution of an attachment, for every 

On the execution of any decree, order, 
under Order LX VII 


On attending, appointing,and swearing appraisers. 


On — up a ship or goods to a purchaser agreeably to the iv- 
vento’ 

On senting the unlivery of cargo or sale or removal of a ship or goods 
per day: 

On re possession of a ship with or without cargo, Fs of a ship’s 

— without a ship, to include the cost of a ship keeper, if required 

per day. 


On a report as to the sufficiency of sureties. 
On the sale of any vessel or goods sold oan 2 Dewwee or Order of 
the Court for every £50 or fraction 


m attached. 
ion, or other instrument 








? 












Warrant 

Attachment 

Instrument 

Certificate of appraise- 
ment 

Account sales 

Certificate of ,execu- 


tion 
Certificate of release 


po! 
Account sales 





Impressed 


ane or adhesive 
Impressed 
Impressed 
Impressed 
The Marshal’s certificate 
Impressed of execution shall be at- 
to t 
Impressed ordering the unli 
sale or remoyal. The 
’s certificate of 
release be attached 
Impressed to the instrument of 
Impressed ease. 











the 


Taxation of Costs. 











Document to be 









For taxing a bill of costs. 





r or 


For a certificate of the result. 








Bill 


Certificate 








Impressed or adhesive 


Impressed. 














On Proceedings in the Pay Office of the Supreme Court. 






















bate, Divorce, pa Admiralty Division (unless on anle ctr provided) 


= any ’of the following P ying, a 
urt without an pope 


ap a 
01 amount in; 
ft any money ¥ without x Other a Surttate of a 






out of Court 


faking ofloer. 








ot) 


eens 





Document to be Character of and 
=n Stamped. Stamp to be used. ea 
On a certificate of the amount and description of any money, funds, or | Request Impressed 
securities, including the request therefor 
One te taney of an account for each opening, including the! request | Transcript Impressed 
On. request to the Pa: ter, Bank of England, Request Impressed 
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ocumen' Character of R tions and 
= Pw moad ” Stamp to be used. re) ations. 
On a request for information in Lapoy in —— of any money, funds, | Request Impressed or adhesive 
or securities, or any transaction in the Pay Office. , 
On a request for information respecting any money, funds, or securities | Request Impressed or adhesive 
to the credit of any cause or matter contained in any list prepared by 
the Paymaster of causes and matters to the credit of which any money, 
funds, or securities have not been dealt with during 15 years. — 
On an affidavit for the purpose of paying, transferring, or depositing any | Officecopyof schedule | Impressed 
money, funds, or securities in Court pursuant to the Statute 10 & 11 
Vict. c. 96. 
On preparing a power“of attorney. Power of attorney Impressed 
Register of Judgments and Lis Pendens. 
oi ocum: Chara: Regulations and 
Ve amped, ” | Stamp to ve. eS 
On registering a judgment or lis pendens. Memorandum of re- Impressed 
” 
On re- registering same. ” ” 
On a search. . General form of search ” 
: preecipe 
On a certificate of entry of satisfaction. Certificate } ” g 
On a request for search and certificate pursuant to Order LXI., rule 23. | Certificate | Impressed or adhesive 
On a duplicate certificate. Certificate ” 
On a continuation search. Original certificate | ” 
On a certificate of a judgment for registration in Ireland or Scotland | Certificate ’ 
under the Judgments Extension Act, 1868, including affidavit. 
On filing for tion a certificate issued out of Courts of Dublin or ” | ” 
Court of Session in Scotland under the same Act. 
On every certificate of the —- a satisfaction under the same Act. ” | ” 
On a search made in one or both of the Registers of Irish or Scotch | Preecipe | Impressed 
Judgments. = 
Miscellaneous. 
ocum | Characte: Regulations and 
| - omen | Stamp to te a 
On a report of a Private Bill in Parliament. | Report | Impressed 
On an allowance of bye-laws or table of fees. | Allowance | Impressed 
On a fiat of a Judge. Fiat | Impressed 
On signing, settling, or approving an advertisement. Advertisement Impressed or adhesive 
in Probate Registry 
On taking acknowledgment of a deed by a married woman. Acknowledgment Impressed 
On taking a recognizance or bond. Reco ce Impressed 
On assignment of a bond. Assignment Adhesive 
On taking bail, and taking same off the file and delivering. Bail piece Impressed 
On a commitment. Commitment Impressed 
On an application to produce Judges’ notes. Application Impressed 
On dpaintment of Commissioners under glebe exchange. Appointment Impressed 
On vacating a recognizance. Recognizance Impressed 
On a citation. Preecipe Adhesive 
On admission or re-admission of a solicitor. Admission Impressed 
On filing a claim in the Admiralty Registry for repayment of the excess | Claim Impressed or adhesive | 
of wages paid to a substitute hired in the place of a volunteer into the 
ae tg Navy, including copy sent to the Admiralty. 
On the opinion of the Admiralty Registrar objecting to the claim. Document Impressed 
On a certificate of the Admiralty Registrar ordering payment of amount | Certificate Impressed 
_~ including the copy to be sent to the Accountant-General of the | 
avy. 
registering in the Admiralty Registry a power of attorney for a | Power of attorne Impressed 
=. Ship generally, and a copy thereof As the Accountant-General F . 
e Navy. 
On registering same specially. Power of attorney Impressed 
“On taking accounts by the Admiralty Registrar in Naval Prize matters. | Account Impressed or adhesive 
On Admiralty Registrar writing letters in regard to Naval Prize matters. | Document Impressed or adhesive 
On every £50, or fraction of , paid out of the Admiralty Registry in | Account Impressed or adhesive - 
any action, or to the Naval Prize Account. These are to be impressed, 
Any other proceeding, pleading, or document not hereinbefore specified. | Document or Precipe | Impressed oradhesive | _ if practicable, wherenot 





filed in the office. 





General Directions. 


In any case in which the use of impressed stamps is prescribed, or parchment on which the docuinent 
oe be stamped at the Inland Revenue Office, Royal Courts of J alin aletat 


ue. 


ding that stamped forms are also 


req a8 
provided by the Commissioners 


a stamp is to be writtet 


The cancellation shall be effected in such manner as the Commissioners of Inland Revenue shall from time to time direct. 


It shall be obligatory on all officers of the Supreme Court charged 
although obliterated by a writen or printed conedtintion, be penn 


This Order shall come into operation on the 18th day of July, 1884. 
Dated the 4th day of July, 1884. 


CHARLES 
R. W. DUFF, 


C. 


I concur in this Order, 


with the duty of cancelling adhesive stamps to see that’ all such stamps, 
cancelled by means of perforation. 


, COTES, } Two of the Lords of Her Majesty’s Treasury. 


SELBORNE, C. 
















ps, 
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ee Herbert Hatton, who served his articles to Mr. William Sharp, of the 
firm of Messrs. Robert Davies & Co., of Warrington ; and Messrs. § 


LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Aurrep Witts, Q.C., who has been appointed a Judge of the 
Queen’s Bench Division, in succession to the late Mr. Justice Williams, is 
the son of Mr. William Wills, solicitor, of Birmingham, and was born in 
1828. He was educated at University College, London, and he graduated 
B.A. at the University of London in 1849, and LL.B. in 1851. He was 
called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1851, and he 
became a Queen’s Counsel in 1872. He was formerly a member of the 
Midland Circuit, but since the re-arrangement of the circuits in 1876 he 
has practised on the North-Eastern Circuit. Mr. Justice Wills was ap- 
pointed recorder of the borough of Sheffieldin 1880. He1is a bencher 
of the Middle Temple, and a member of the Council of Legal Education, 
and of the Incorporated Council of Law Reporting. 

Mr. Coartes W. Maruews, who has been appointed one of the Revising 
Barristers for Somersetshire, was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in 
Easter Term, 1872. He practises on the Western Circuit, and also at the 
Central Criminal Court, and at the Middlesex, Hampshire, Portsmouth, 
and Southampton Sessions. 


Mr. Wriu1am Stevenson Owen, judge of county courts, has been ap- 
pointed a Magistrate for Monmouthshire. 


Mr. Atrrep Henry Acxers, solicitor (of the firm of Rutland, Graves, & 
Ackers), of Peterborough, has been appointed Clerk to the Peter- 
borough Cemetery Commissioners. Mr. Ackers was admitted a solicitor 
in 1881. 

Mr. Epwin Grorce Jeriicor, solicitor, of Swansea, Neath, and Ystaly- 
fera, has been appointed a Commissioner for taking Affidavits, Bail, and 
the Examination of Witnessesin the Supreme Court of the Colony of 
New South Wales, and in the Supreme Court of the Colony of Queens- 
land. 

Mr. Wri11am RicHarpson, solicitor, of Thrapston and Oundle, has 
been elected Clerk to the Oundle Board of Guardians, Assessment Com- 
mittee, and Rural Sanitary Authority, and Superintendent Registrar for 
the district, in succession to his father, the late Mr. Robert Richardson. 
Mr. W. Richardson was admitted a solicitor in 1862. 


Mr. Wit11am Ansett Day, solicitor (of the firm of Day & Cather), of 
18, New Bridge-street, and of Brighton, has been appointed by Mr. George 
Faudel Philips, sheriff-elect,to be one of the Under-Sheriffs of London and 
Middlesex for the ensuing year. Mr. Day was admitted a solicitor in 1849. 


Mr. Joszpx Beaumont, solicitor (of the firm of Beaumont & Warren), 
of 33, Chancery-lane, and of Great Coggeshall, has been appointed Clerk 
to the County Magistrates at Latchingdon. Mr. Beaumont was admitted 
a solicitor in 1856. 


DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIPS, &c. 


Tuomas Diswey Leaver and Apotravus Gsorce Masxett, solicitors, 
57, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. July 14. [ Gazette, July 18.] 

James Rongrt Macartuur, Rornert Joun Macartuur, and CLARENCE 
Brcxrorp, solicitors, 29 and 30, John-street, Bedford-row (Macarthur, 





Son, & Beckford). July 19. (Gazette, July 22.] 
Mr. Pure 8S. Levy, solicitor, of 24, North John-street, Live 1, has 
taken into partnership Mr. James Dow tna, and the practice will in future 


be carried on under the firm of Levy & Dowling. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Honours ExamInation, 


June, 1884. 

At the examination for honours of candidates for admission on the roll 
of solicitors of the Supreme Court, the examination committee recom- 
— the following gentlemen as being. entitled to honorary distinc- 

on :— 

Frest Crass. 
[In order of Merit.] 

James Charles Waddington, who served his articles to Mr. William 

Rogham, of Clitheroe; and Messrs. Robinson, Preston, & Stow, of Lon- 


Edmund Burke Harris, B.A., who served his articles to Mr. George 
Stenning, of Tonbridge. 

Alleyne Brown, who served his articles to Mr. Henry Lindon Riley, of 
8t. Helen’s and Liverpool ; and Messrs. Owles & Collinson, of London. 

John Tomlinson, who served his articles to Mr. Henry Dodd, of the 
firm of Messrs. T. & H. Dodd, of Preston. 


Szconp Crass. 
[In Alphabetical order. ] 

John Corrin Bell, who served his articles to Mr. Charles Gartside, of 

Baw s.. Messrs. Gartside & Robinson, of Ashton-under-Lyne and 
chester. 

Walter Foster, who served his articles to Mr. James Bointon, of Leeds. 

Arthur Lionel Graham, who served his articles to Mr. John Forster 
Cooper, of the firm of Mesars. Ingle, Cooper, & Holmes, of London. 


Kershaw, & Co., of London. 
William Thornton Jones, who served his articles to Mr. John Glynne 
Jones, of Bangor. 

Frank Lemon, who served his articles to Mr. J. A. Alsop, of the firm of 
Messrs. Alsop, Mann, & Co., of London. 

Ernest Adolphus Sélilapffer, who served his articles to Mr. Thomas 
Strover Turnbull, of the firm of Messrs. Slater, Turnbull, & Slater, of 


Manchester. : 
Samuel Thompson, B.A., who served his articles to Messrs. Taylor, 
en eae y, of Manchester; and Messrs. Byrne & Lucas, of 
ndon. 


Stanley Edward Waters, who served his articles to Mr. William Henry 
Mayo, of the firm of Messrs. Mayo & Marsh, of Yeovil; and Messrs. 
Gregory, Rowcliffe, & Co., of London. 

Turep Crass. 
[In Alphabetical order. }. 

Walter William Brodie, who served his articles to Mr. Lewis Bishop, of 
the firm of Messrs. Bishop & Childs, of Llandilo; and Mr. 8. B. Somer. 
ville, of London. 

Arthur Henry Dean, who served his articles to Mr. John Higginbotham 
Bowden, of the firm of Messrs. Bowden & Walker, of Manchester. 

Herbert . oseph Holme, who served his articles to Mr. John Woodburn, 
of Live: " 

Archibald Sykes Morris, who served his articles to Mr. George Blagden, 
of London. 

Frederick Swinson, who served his articles to Mr. George Page, of the 
firm of Messrs. Unett, Page, & Fisher, of Birmi > 

Alfred Gammon Wilkie, who served his articles to Mr. F. B. Turner, 
of Southampton. 

The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have accordingly given 
class certificates and awarded the ry prizes of books :— 

To Mr. Waddington, the prize of the Honourable Society of Clement's 
Inn—value 10 guineas; and the Daniel Reardon Prize—value about 25 


neas. 

eto Mr. Harris, the prize of the Honourable Society of Clifford’s Inn— 
value 5 guineas, 

To Mr. Brown, the prize of the Honourable Society of New Inn—value 


5 guineas. 
To Mr. Tomlinson, the prize of the Incorporated Law Society—value § 


guineas, 
The council have given class certificates to the candidates in the second 
and third classes. 
‘ The number of candidates who attended the examination was seventy- 
ve. 












COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 








Co Mr. 3 
Date. eee oe V. 0. Bacon, pena 
Monday, Jul eccccccece 28 Nr. Pagh Mr. Teesdale Mr. Carrington 
Tuceday ste i eeeccee = Lavi —- Jackson 
ednesda: sete eeeereeeece 'eesdale Carrington 
—— pepe ee eeee " Pash —, pe 
t) je ee eeeesesese 
sapere ate epee 2 Lavie Farrer Jackson 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
. Nosrs. Parson. 
Monday, July ......s0.. 28 Mr. Merivale Mr. Ward Mr. Koe 
Tuesday eocecccccccecone 20 Clowes 
Wednesday ...scccoscsece 30 Merivale Ward Koe 
Thursday sevscedcscccese 31 Pemberton Clowes 
Frida: p ABE cocccccccece 1 Ward Koe 
Getartad cone ceceracenece 2 King Pemberton Clowes 
COMPANIES. 
WINDING-UP NOTICES. 


Jomr Srocx Companrss. 


In CHANCERY. 

ANGLO-INDIAN App ouemes ee ree rae 
before Bacon, V.C., on July “a. Emning, Fenckandl Gh, odieiter tur the 
petitioner 
GLosE SteamsHrp Company, Luwtrep.—By an order made Chitty, J., dated 
July 7, ee ee Ee ie ae Manle sna Co. 
hang teen Old Jewry, agents for Bevan and Handcock, Bristol, solicitors 

oner 

Ingroox oy CoMPANY, a ee are on or before 

tember 1, to send their names and and the of their 
debts or to Edward Roberts, of Millstone lane, . Thursday. 

Nov 6, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and 


NOoISELESs TYRE Company, Luurtt D.—Petition for winding July 15, 
a before the Vice-Chancellor, at St Gegnees Hall, Liverpool, 
Manchester, 





directed to be heard 
on Monday, July 28, at 10.90, Gartside and Falkner, 
petitioners 
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eps eas VENTILATOR 
old dowry, sol solicitors for the petitioners 
0. 


MPANY, LimITED.—Credi 
io send their names and addresses, and the particu volors of thelr doban oe 
E Baker Philip Daniels, 57, Moorgate st onday, October 27, at-11, is 


Company, Lustitsp.—Petition for winding up, presented 
to be heard ae luis Pearson, J., on July 26. y im ek and Co, 


tors are uired, 


for hearing and udicating upon the debts and claims 
wa m Gants July 18.1 
MarresE Hypravitic Dock Company. LimiTED.—By an order made 
“Keay, July 1, & i ordered that the company be wound up. Gedge 
and Co, Ou Pe Palace yd Manch 





, agents for 8 cer and Co, ester, 

solicitors for the peti ae 
TTLE SPICE Comp. Luwrepd.—Bacon, V.C, has, by an order dated 
aw es ppointed W: 8 1 Oxborrow, 32, Queen Victoria st, to be official 


Frioatine Swnaune Barus Company, Limitep.—Bacon, V.C, has fixed July 31, 
at 12, at his chambers, for the appointment of an official liquid ator 
MARINE VAGE AND HyDRAULIC Suip Ratstinc Company, LimITED.—Petition 
for tes sayy 8 up, presented July 18, directed to be heard before Chitty, J, on 
Saturday, Aug 2. Ellis and Co, St Swithin’s lane, solicitors for the petitioner 
NEw ALcAzak Company, Lim1TED.—By an order made by Chitty, J, dated J 
12, it was ordered that the company be wound up. Foss and I edsam, Abchure 
lane, solicitors for the petitioner 
ACKHAM AND COMPANY, LIMITED.—By an order made by by Chitty, ¢ ane By aly 
12, ven or ordered. that the company be wound up. Allen and Edw 0 
Jewry, solicitors for the petitioner 
PEOPLE’S USTRIAL FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED.—By an order made 
earutcemany, id J, dated July 12, it was ordered that the company be wound up. 
es -“ * . petitioner in person 
ie i. ne rere =. LIGHTING -— ya ceo ina 4 
aay, J y an order da iy 12, appoin orge Augustus \ 
aS ewry, t 10 be official liquidator = 
NN MuTUAL ELEcTRIO LIGHTING AND SUPPLY COMPANY, LIMITED. 
| Ses yates rena g on or before Ang 15, to send their names and addresses, 


req 
and ahi — AW Seete debts or rarer 8 to —— and adja — 8, old 
y; at 12, is appo or hear an udica’ upon 
the a debts and claims = ae — 
FourtTH STAND. Company, LiutrEp.—By an order made by Chitty, 


ARD STEAMSHIP 
co July 12, 12, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the com 
fa ay a Stocken and Jupp, Lime st, agents for Penkney, Sunder 
‘or 


titioner 
NDERBANK MiItis CoTTON SPINNING AND MANUFACTURING COMPANY, Eitan 
—Petition top wie winding up, presented July 18, directed to be heard before Pear- 
son, J,on Aug?2. Carter, coln’s inn fields, agents for Jacksons and Godby, 
Rochdale, solicitors fur the petitioner 
' Gazette, July 22.) 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
’ Morvat Benerit Buinpinc Soctrery. —Petition for winding up, 
presented July 16, directed to be heard before the Vice Chancellor on July 28, 
at St. George’s Hall, Liverpool, at half-past ten. Chew and Sons, Manchester. 
solicitors for the petitioner 
NortH anp South Wootwicu Sunway ComPpany.—Bacon, V.C., has fixed July 
29, at 12, at his chambers, for.the appointment of a liquidator 
RUTHIN AND CERRIG-Y-DRUIDION Raitway CoMpany.— Petition for winding w 
presented July 17, directed to be heard before Bacon, V., on July 26. Roo! S 
and Co, King st, Cheapside, solicitors for the petitioners 
| Gazette, July 18.| 


NETHERTHORPE FREEHOLD LAND SocreTy.—Chitty, J., has by an order, dated 
January 2 ap appointed William Henry Watson, Sheffield, to ve eT Pa 
azette, y 22. 
COUNTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

SEVENTH SPREAD EaGLtE Moutvat BENEFIT BUILDING Socrery.—Petition for 
winding up, presented J uly 16, directed to be heard before the Vice-Chancellor, 
on July 28, at St. George’s Hall, Liverpool, at half-past ten, Chew and Sons, 

Manchester, solicitors for the petitioner 

[ Gazette, July 18.) 


SEVENTH SPREAD EaGiE Buripine SocietTy.—Petition for pains © BP. resented 

sik ores directed to be heard batere, Bristowe, V.C., on July 30, at half past ten, 

George's Hall, Liverpool. Sewell and Edwards, Gresham House, Old 

st, agents for Marlow and Dixon, Manchester, meee: for the iar 
Gazette, July 22 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 33: 
‘suse, LAST DAY OF CLAIM pee 
BLAND, enley on Thames, FE; Aug 30. Bateson and Co, Liverpool 
———t Hwan, Ouilow houses, South enaington. Aug 7. Jacobe, Hiack- 


i THOMAS, peleeh Heath, Worcester, out of business. Aug 15. Saunders 


ery. Birmin 
EDWARDS, WILLIAM, Biratingham, Gent. Aug 14. Edwards and Clough, Bir- 


Forwoop, GEORGE Fe | Barnston, Chester, Provision Merchant. Aug 30. 


Bateson and Co, Li 
Hacker, ANN E "Birenteetne: ans: Baie aCe Birmin 
Li u, eale an 0, 
') ELizazeru, ‘arnsfieid, Nottingham Aug 4. Robotham ryt Attwood, 


Jom, Epwakp, Birmingham, Gent. Aug9. Lowe, B ham 
Joun, Gellygair, Glamorgan, d tthe Aug 1. Shepard, 


, Mon 
LuMey, ‘ANN, Treswell, Nottingham. July 19. Marshall, Retford, Notts 
TH ossley, Lancaster, Plumber. Aug 5. Toy and Broadbent, 
Ashton under ro pal 
ry 


ELLEN, Shrews , Salop, Sept1. Stansfeld, Halifax 
OLIVER, JAMES, rus, Dunstable. Bedford, Butcher. Aug4. Benning and Son, Dun- 
peated Bi Ryde, Isle of Wight. Aug 8. Hartley and Cavell, 
cis CHARLES, Devonport, Gent. Aug9. Hutchi Devonport 

ILLIAM, Everlands, nr Govennee Kae t, Esq. 


ao Mes , Great Winchester te 
Tomas MarsHatt, Lee , Kent, Esq., J.P. Aug 18. Hughes and Oo, 
Pmaons Susan, Marholm Leys, Isleworth. Sept 4. Mackeson and 

Llianhilleth House, Monmouth, Wine Merchant. Sept 10. 

ELIZABETH, Euston sq. Sept 6. Bannister, John st, Bedford 


P 
Wesr, 
eux, Axx, Compton terrace, Islington. Sept. Johnson and Co, Austin 


, Sydenham, Kent, Gent. Aug 9. ‘Walker and 06, Théobald’s fd, 
(Gasette, July 8.) 


‘sinn 








SALES - ENSUING WEEK 


, SAEeS & Canpanren, at the Mart, at 2 p.m,, Free. 
{gee Ho mmm dag 19, 
elas ay NEWSON, @ A 8; Mart,” at1 p.m, Fréehold Property 
12, p. 4 
War bey rely ye Je ,& ge beni gh * the Mart, at 2 p.m., Fret: 


t. Ji 2 
hold {Balding ting Land (see advertisemen ent uly 19, Des cowasn,ot hd Mall 
at A p. ™., —— Island of Herm and Freehold Properties (see advertisement, July 


4; da J 19, 3 
uly tks Me essrs. DELVE a Co., at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold Property (see 
rilacunent 12, p. 4 
July 29.—Mr. aie Tuono tt a Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold Property (see adver- 
oemens, uly 19, p. 3) 
iin Jackson, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Leasehold Properties (see ad- 
9, 4 
b ; oss & EJ taexsox, at the Mart, at 1 p.m., Leasehold Investments 
rae = uly 19, 
gee oe Nor ae ay Watney, & Co., at the Mart, at 2 p.m., tee 
‘noid; Gop hold, a and Leasehold Properties (see advertisement, July 13, p.4). 
Aug fac j Amnony Epmunpd Rosrns & , at the Mart, Leasehold Properties 
la ieclbamaek. July 19, p. 8). 
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Frmay, July 18, 188 
Barraclough, James nay ey Halifax, Dyewene’ ‘Grinder. Halifax Pet July 15. 
Ord July 15. Exam A: 


Bevan, Rees, Hirwain. eae Grocer. Aberdare. Pet July 4. Ord 
July 12. Exam an 59 

Bolton, Thomas, Monmvuuthshire, Commercial Traveller. Newport, 
Mon. Pen tai ae 1b. Ord July 15. Exam July 29 at 11 


Ca dale, Farmer. Oldham. Pet July 3. Ord 
Exam July 26 at 12 


Evans, Davi New on Labourer. Carmarthen. PetJuly 
14 14. Exam 
Furness, William, wanebasten Auctioneer. Salford. Pet Julyi. Ord July 16 


Exam Aug 6 at 3 

Glover, om ag RE h, Gent. h Court. Pet June 25. Ord July 13. 
Exam Aug 21 at 11 at $4, neoln’s-inn- elds 

Godolphin, Li m, St James’s rd, Holloway, House Agent. High Cour, 
Pet June 26. J my i i6. Exam Aug’ 21 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 

Gomnerent, vs ohn, ee 4S rkshire, Cabinet Maker. Dewsbury. Pet July 
4. 15. xam 

ey Jam Richard, "W alverhampton, Grocer. Wolverhampton. Pet July 

Ord 15. Exam J 
Gheamee Charles, Leeds, Solicitor. Leeds. Pet July 15. Ord July 15. Exam 
il 





July 29 at 
Guy; John, 1 , Furniture Dealer. Halifax. Pet July 14. Ord July 44. 
xam A: 
Greav Geor ,and H Greaves ot nr tree Liege = aty Mun so 
Man’ nee Dewsbury. Pet J ’ Ord J Exam 


Hanmer , Edward John Henry. Stoc! oe he “Park, nr am ae An Lu‘oa, 

Pet June 18. Ord July 15. Exam Aug 14 at 1 

Hirsch, Frederick Wi Richard, and Hermann Spindles, Milton st, Mer- 
chants. High Court. Pet June 19. Ord July 16, Exam Aug 21 at lM at3 4 
Lincoln’s inn fields . 

Hook, Charles Wesley, Hereford, Gaocer. Hereford. Pet July 15. OrdJuly 1%, 
Exam 26 


A 
Hopkinson, tee Senora Derbyshire, Builder. Derby. Pet July 12. Ord 
‘ 14, Exam ltati 
Hale Nathan Doane Derby, Conféctioner. Derby. Pet July 15. Ord July 


15. Exam Aug 11 ati 
I John, Bleshill. st Pimlico, Officer in the 88th Regiment. High Court. 
Pet May 15. Ord Puly 4 16. Exam Aug 21 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fi 
Kin, m, Robert, el ed Top ufacturer. Leeds. Pet July 4. Ord 
Kul 7%, naam July Seyodl, Plumber. Liverpool. Pet July 1é. Ord July 16. 
9 vi um 
Exam July 28 at 12 


Landa,’ Scan. Old Shildon, Durham, Innkeeper. Durham. Pet July 4. 





Ord July 14. Exam July 29 at 2.30 
Lewis, — nr Swansea, Joiner. Swansea. PetJuly 16. Ord 
ba uly 16. Exam A me 
, Gustavus, Lee y uaa Leeds. Pet July 14. Ordduly 14. Exam 
3 uly 29 at 11 
nw, James Edward, Mesthourna, Gent. Lewes and Eastbourne, Pet June 
Ord July 14. Exam Oct3 
Ottawa y; Cpesion, Prsceet. pen Dealer 8 posistent. Bristol. Pet July 4. Ord 
1 xam is it. 12 a + Guildbel, Bris 
Patero 4 Alexander, heffield, Cutlery pnt Sheffield. Pet July 14. 
July 15. Exam Aug 7 at 11.50 - 11.80 
illipe ‘ orge, J Moston, \ r cashing, Sane Merchant. Manchester. Pet July 
4. Ord . Exam 81.at1 
‘ G ay Charlies, st, Falcon sq, Belt Manufacturer. h Court. 


Pet uly 10. Ord J 11 Bt 34, Lincoln’s inn fi 


dewey, FE Car Proprietor. Liverpool. Pet 

July 16 Ord July 16. . Exam July 28 at 12 

Sandwell, Thomas vingten x." Curtain rd, Cabinet Manufacturer. High 
yi 


oes Pet July = Exam Aug 21 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn 
Scholefield, Joshua, Birstall, Yorkshire, Spinner. Dewsbury. Pet July 3. Ord 


July 1 J 
bs A John Nitolas, St Leonards .o' Sussex, Builder. Hastings. 


m Sea, 

Pet June 16. Ord July 14. Exam Aug it at 12 12 
Beda.  eunte Cbs, ee Dewars Grifider. July 28 at 12. The 
‘Godfrey. Gorleston, a Suffolk, Medical Practitioner. July 25 at 10. 


Y th 
‘Guay, Gt Yarinoutl July 28 at 5. The Official Re- 





Belen, Terenas, | Caepsow, 7 epg ang ag Traveller. July 29 at 
Buckley, James, sate Rochdale, Farmer. July 28 at 3.30. Townhall, 


Callender, Ed: epepest, Be Nottinghamshire, Actor. July 
Drove ~ Law Boa com Bask of Wi. a Ma Agent. July 26 at 12% 
er, 6 
mber rate ide. 


aes ode e, Colliery Proprietor. July % 


. of India Rubber Good, 
gua ba sna Whe Official Receiver, St 
w’s chbrs, 22, 
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Gray. ray, John, FLalifax,, _——— Dealer. July 28 at 11. The Official Receiver, 
ari He Henry vereford, Innkeeper. July 25 at 11. The Official Receiver, 2, Offa 


By am Wesley, Hereford, Grocer. July 28 at 2.30. Wellington Hotel, 


a <r aoe Reed, Asbpser, Derbyshire, Builder. July 25 at 3. Official Receiver, 
wae Sance James isc 


hbrs, Der’ 
July 26 at 11. Official Receiver, 


than Cousen, Der by, Confectioner. 

ey s Ts, 

ise Jesse, Forest re Tl, Kent, Baker. July 25 at 12. Official Receiver, 109, 
Victoria st, Westminster 

“bls, Por h, Drummond st, Euston sq, Fishmonger. July25at11. Bankruptcy 

Official 


a Lincoln’s inn 
Boot Top Manufacturer. July 28 at 12, 


5 st nr oee a ~ chbrs, 22, Park row. 
Louis, Gustavus, , Auctioneer. July 28 at 11. Official Receiver, 8t Andrew’s 

chbrs, 22, Park row, Leeds 
harles, Bristol, — Dealer’s Assistant. July 25 at 3.30. Official 

Receiver, Bank chbrs, Bristo 
Paterson, Alexander, hotel, ¥ asad Manufacturer. July 29 at 3. Official 

Racei lane, e 
ttws-y-crewyn, Salop, Farmer. July 26 at 1. Norton Arms 
‘ton 
= Pp BARNS F-ckeere, Salop, Farmer. July 26 at 12. Norton Arms 
ighto: 

James Samuel, Brodtord, Yorkshire, Builder. July 25 at 3.30. Official 

Bo —— chbrs, B 
Rimmer, James, St Helen’s, Tomeathine, Grocer. July 28 at 38. Official Receiver, 

Lisbon blidgs. Victoria st, Liverpool 
Roberts, Jone, » Falmouth, Cornw , Cabinetmaker. July 25at11. Inns of Court 
Hote! gh m 

= Daniel, jun., Ham, Surrey, Gardener. July 25 at 12. 28, 29, St Swithin’s 


e 
keen, Alfred, Stratford, Essex, Mahogany Merchant, July28at2. Bankruptcy 

Port st, Lincoln’s inn 
pter st, ‘Westminster, Bootmaker. July 25 at 11. 





33, Carey st, 


inn 
Thompson, James. + Daxhoe, Durham, Farmer. July 28 at 4.30. Hat and Feather 


Inn, Market pl, Dur 
Tunbridge, Toun Nicholos, St Leonards on Sea, Builder. July 28 at 2. Official 


Receiver, Townhall chbrs, Hastings 
Westmoreland Christopher Ayscough, North Cotes, Lincolnshire, Farmer. July 


% at 12.30. King’s Head Hotel, Louth 
illiamson, Francis, and John hs derrengg | eae ee adt Fortin, Worsted 


Spinners. July 25 at 10.30. Law Institute, Pi 


perenne 
ham, Baker. Nottingham. Pet July 20. Ord July 14 


Atkin, John, Not 
cester, Innkeeper. Leicester. Pet June 25. 


aay Matthew, Ord 

16 

Boosh. Jen James Samson, Halifax, Dye Ware Grinder. Halifax. Pet July 
15. 

ae em Uxbridge rd, Ealing, Photographer. Brentford. Pet July11. Ord 

Bont 1 Nicholas Milner, Nafferton, Yorkshire, Grocer. Kingston upon Hull. 
Pet uly 8. Ord July 15 

Sen Rees, Hirwain, Glamorganshire, Grocer. Aberdare. Pet July 4. 

Bolton Thomas, eats Monmouthshire; Commercial Traveller. Newport. 
Pet July 15. Ord July 

ee, go Dore, ‘Bishopsgate st Without, Licensed Victualler. High 
Court. Pet June4. Ord July 14 

Briggs, George, and Richard Briggs, Dalton in eunten, Joiners. Ulverston and 
Barro Ord as 


win Furness. Pet June 28. July 
Tanti bey Cheltenham, Innkeeper. "ieedicubens. Pet July 12. 
farce. Chater, © Staffordshire, Grocer. Hanley, Burslem, and Tunstall. 
une 30 
Davies, William, Broseley, Shropshire, Licensed Victualler. Madeley, Shrop- 
shire. Pet July 8 15 
De Rivera. onbridge Wells, Dairymau. Tonbridge Wells. Pet June 28. 
Drover, Goorme, West | Dowes, I.W., Shipping Agent. Newport and Ryde. Pet 
July 12. Ord Jul 
Conseil, John, iscieetes, Yorkshire, Cabinet Maker. Dewsbury. Pet July 
16 


Ord Jul: 
Gray, John, oFralitax, Furniture Dealer. Halifax. Pet July 14. Ord July 15 
Hanley, Francis Julian, Oakley st, Chelsea. High Court. Pet June 7. Ord 


16 
k, Charles Roky 5 Hereford, Grocer. Hereford, Pet July 15. Ord July 16 
H Ree Uppingham, Rutlandshire, Draper. Leicester. Pet June 7. 


Hiopkineon, Reed, Ashover, Derbyshire, Builder. Derby. Pet July 12. Ord 


Baton! Nathan Cousen, Derby. Confectioner. Derby.. Pet July 15. Ord Jul 
Jackson, . Maria, Coventry, Warwickshire, Widow. Coventry. Pet a “Sid 


uly 14 
a ~—— Pembroke rd, Earl’s Court, Spinster. High Court. Pet 
ay 1 
Johuson, Edward 
yor 





6 

oT tterick, ‘Weston super Mare, Somersetshire, Clerk in Holy 
ter. Pet June 19. Ord July 16 

‘ednesbury, Staffordshire, Pattheutvare Dealer. Walsall. Pet 


ones, Thomas. 
77> "Ord July 14 
nis, Gustavus, Leeds, Auctioneer. 
aawend, Teaiah, Sheffield, Boot Manufacturer. 
Me ity, Francis, Liverpool, Corn Merchant, Liverpool. Pet Feb 21. 


Fo 
ott, Richa toa Furniture Dealer. Exeter. Pet July 9. Ord J 
Oiaway Charles, Gorn Dealer’s Assistant, Bristol. ‘Pet July 4. 


Paterson, Alexander, Sheffield, Cutlery Manufacturer. Sheffield. Pet July 14. 
*y, George Henry, Brentwood, Schoolmaster. Chelmsford. Pet June 17. 
alee, J Joshua, Birstall, Yorkshire, Spinner. Dewsbury. Pet July 3, Ord 
oy A Arthur, Wolverhampton, Tailor. Wolverhampton. Pet June 2%. Ord 
Sok, a and James ink, Walsall, Staffordshire, Boot Manufacturers. 
alsall. mat 8. Ord 14 

wae — ,*) Crest Winchester st, General Merehant. High Court, 

iltiam, and William Walker, Norfolk, Merchants. King’s 


i 
and an vn Md North Cotes, Lincolnshire, F; 
0 otes, armer. 
rimaby br bee ly 11,0 11. Ord daly 38 
‘, re Carlisle. Pet July 2, Ord 


Leeds. Pet July 14. Ord July 
Sheffield. Pet » Ay 30. Ord 


Ord 








RECEIVING ORDERS. 
a Se 1884. 
Dees, Walter Edward, W: 


ithington, Lancashire, Livery Stable Proprietor. 
rt. >? 8. Ord J 17, Exam Ai toatl: 
Berne Pe C By. pricey, 3 tenga > el Pet July 16. Ord 


80 
eo, Soa one Derby. Pet July 19. Ord 
Frederick. Bristol. + AE Water Maker. Bristol. Pet July 7. Ord July 
Aug 15 at 12 at Guildhall, 
hoe Thomas ey, Worcester, Sculptor. W: ster. Pet July 17. Ord 
July 17, Se wis B18 
Constantine. YW — Birkenhead, Cheshire, Draper. Birkenhead. Pet July 18. 


Ord July 18. Exam July 30 
Ome. Richard Cobden, Brighton, out of business. Brighton. Pet July 4. Ord 


ly 17. Exam Aug7 at 12 
Casveren, William, wand John Robert Cudw Yorkshire, Worsted 
Exam —- 
. Brighton. July 16. Ord 


inners. 
Fi . — siat 
tas Lg 
Lewisham, Kent, Builder. Greenwich. Pet July 19. 
“exam A Aug Sati 
ee Bristol. Pet July 19. Ord July19. Exam Aug 


ates, W Witten. enowting, Kent, Farmer. Canterbury. PetJune28. Ord July 


ll 
Jones, David, a Mtatvern Wells, Worcestershire, Ironmonger. Worcester. Pet 
July 19, Ord July 19. Exam Aug 8 at 11.30 
Jom. Edwin, Llanfrothen, Merionethshire, Licensed Victualler. Bangor. Pet 
July 18. Ord July 18 3 t wn Sept 8 at 1.30 
Kin te Henry Morgan. Cumberland, a. Cockermouth and 
or 











kington. Pet et Ja og wo J 18. Exam Aug i 
eakin, Rawin, De Derby, Tin’ Plate Worker. Derby. Pet "Huy 19. Ord July 19. 
— Aug ll at 1 
i Edwin Richards, Holt. Norfolk, neg ee Norwich. Pet July 17. 
rd July 17. Exam Aug 20 at Shire Hall, N rwich Castle 
Pole George, ith Glouces' ceeeee: Gloucester. Pet July 16. 
Ord July 16. Exam A: pais, 
‘otter, James Jordan, W: t, Staffordshire, Slater. Walsall. Pet July 16. Ord 
July 16. Exam Aug 1 at 3.0 
Robinson, Edward, New London st, Corn Factor. High Court. Pet June 27. 
Ord July 17. Exam Aug 28 at 11 at 3, Lincoln’s inn fiel 
Singleton, Charles, St Swithin’s Mi High Court. Pet 
June 24. Ord July17. Exam Aug 8 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’ , fields 
Smith, John, Little Bowden, Northamptonshire, Builder. Leicester. Pet July 
16. Ord July 17. Exam July 29 at 11 
Stear, Nicholas Woodley, um st, Carpenter. Court. Pet July 17. Ord 
July 17. Exam Aug 28 at 11 at 34, iernen inn fiel: 
Sutton, sigmnce Goolt, Manchester, "Grocer. Salford. Pet J uly 18, Ord July 18. 
xam Aug 6 at 2 
Thomas, Thomas, Llandewy, Velfrey, Pembrokeshire, Farmer. Pembroke. Pet 
— Ord July 14. Exam July 23 at 1 at County Court Offices, Pembroke 
= in a Margaret st, Cavendish Lacon’ iy fel — Court. Pet July 18, 
rd Jul uly 18 Exam ‘Ang 28, at 11 at 34, coln’s 
mh | wii, 3 ohn, Nottingham, Gilder. Nottingham. ber July 18. Ord July 18. 
2 
Wilson, son. Matthew Bromsgrove, W: . Licensed Victualler. Worcester, 
ey A 4 Ord July 18. Baby 6 at 11.90 
= = hilip, Nottingham, Tailor. Nottingham. Pet July 17. Ord July 18. 
xam A 
Yuill, John Clark, Aston juxta Birmingham, Export Merchant. Birmingham. 
Pet July 19. Ord July 13, Exam Aug7 
The following Amended Notice is substituted for Sad subtened in the London 
Gazette of the 11th July. 
Owen, John Glendower, Broadstairs, no voctpation. Canterbury. Pet March 
21. Ord June 13. Exam Aug i 
ORDER FOR ADMINISTRATION IN BANKRUPTCY 7 DECEASED DEBTOR. 
May, John Aubyn, Congleton, Cheshire. Macclesfield Ora July 18. Transfer . 
Proceedings re he 4 from h Court, Chan Division. Grant of Probate 
or Letters of tion, June 12. Official ver, eld R 
First MEETINGS. 
Bevan, Alfred, Oldbury, Worcestershire, Grocer. July 299 at 11. Official Re- 
ceiver, Whitehall chm rs, Colmore row, 
, Thomas Henry, Derby, J. a png July 30 ati2. Official Re- 
poet St James’s chmbis. Der’ aby, 
Boyce Frederick, Bristol, Mineral Water Manufacturer. July 31 at 12.30. Off- 
Recei iver, Bank chmbrs. tol 
Brown, Thee Bon Beeneley, Worcester, Seulptor. July 91 at 11.30. Official Re- 
ceiver, Worceste: 


Ong, oma Cobden, Preston, out of business. July $1 at 2. 160, North st, 
Crabb, Ja , James, Aibeuy st, Regent’s park, Confectioner. July 2ati. 33, Carey 
Buckinghamshire, Draper. Aug i 


ucks 
Labourer. July 30 at11. Officia 


Meocimilian Phoenix, Gt 
Red Lion Hotel, High W: 
id, re 5 = gu 


combe, 





Brighto 
Gomerall. J oh. Littletown, nr Li Yorkshire, Cabinet Maker. July 31 
at3. The Official Recei civer, Bank chor: Batley ™ mh 
e 


oodall, James Richard, Wolverhampton, Groce. July 29 at 11: 
ars St Fotae a to dlose, Y Greaves, Bite. as ne Dewsoury ¥ —" 
reaves, George, and Hen ose ungo 
Manufacturers. July 81 eu tt ul. The ver, Bank ch! Batley 
Hanmer, Edward John Henry, pady whe uly 29 
.. The ~~~ Receiver, 75, has ag 
-, Stowting, Kat, Forma Aug 1 at 10. 32, St George’s st, 
Jones, David, Malvern Wells, Worcestershire, Ironmonger. Aug 2 at 12. 
Official Receiver, Worces' 
Jones, Edwin, }aantocthen, peeteenenaNs, Licensed Victualler. July 31 at 4. 
Commercial Hotel. P 
a % a Coal Merchant. July 29 at 11. Angel Hotel, 
Lanchester, John, Old pian, Durham, Innkeeper. July 30 at 5. Commercial 
Hotel, Bishop —_ and 
illiam, Swansea nn eg July 30at 11. Official Receiver, 
cnshird, Paper Manufacturer. Aug i at 
uptey Didgs, Port so gs 
» Derby, Tin wen ‘Saly 90 at i. Official Receiver, St 
ss, D - 
Eincol a "testa eating July S3iat2. 33, 
‘ames, Portslade, Sussex, Builder, July 30at12. 160, North st, 
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Morley, san, Seed, Furniture Dealer, Ang 1 at 2. Bankruptcy bldgs, Lake, Edward, Fork pl Chatham pl, Hackney, Builder, High Court. Pet 
In’s inn Ord July 19 
Parfitt, = os - Norfolk, Wine Merchant. Aug2at1, Official Laver, Henry ee Weymouth, Dorsetshire, Tobacconist, Dorchester, 
iver, Queen Ord Jt 
live ae. » Mos oon, Teoeahive, : | none od sane. July 31 at 3.30. Official Ligré. Samuel | uly Barham, Kent, Clerk in Holy Orders, Canterbury, 
iver, len’s chbrs, ge s anches' 
Poole, George. Hartp’ Gloucesters hire, Innkeeper. July 29 at 4. Official | Meakin, Edwin , Tin Plate Worker, Derby. Pet July 19. Ord Jae ’ 
pucceiver, , o4, bm ng st ye a Siete - Jun a 10, Oficial Re- a “Frederic, 8 StJohn st rd, Islington, Boot Denier. High Court. 
‘otter, James Jordan sall, St hire, 30 Ord E. 
noire Bridge st, Walsall sp Shep date be Para, Edwin Richards, Holt, Norfolk, WineMerchant, Norwich. Pet July 
illiam, Princess mews, Princess ter, Regent’s park, Cab Proprietor. Jt Ord July 17 vs 
amet 2. = = ey Fe Lincoln’s _ a, ae i sia r Pee os Pom, bao oy Hartpury, Gloucestershire, Innkeeper. Glot . Pet Julys 
dew: st, rt, t y 
schaicht So rey st, Linco sin an tigi ‘ po as acs pty Prt: a Potter, Ja James Jordan, Walsall, Staffordshire, Slater. Walsall. Pet July i 
ua, Birsta or’ inner, July 31 at 10. e e- 18 
ory ee es ~ pre A . . neuen Phore, James pine, vt i Salford, Lancashire, Ale Merchants. §& 
Smi 98 , f 3 
mich, Fob er, 8. Fria a ? gtetatauae Hes Sparks, Fruce, nt James Jehord, Villiers rd, Willesden Green, Builders, Hig 
Stocker, ‘Davia. Merton rd, Wandsworth, Barge Builder. July 29 at 11. Official Court. Pet June 27. Ord July 4 
Receiver, Victoria st, Westminster Sutton, James Gould, Ngunchantek, Miles. Salford. Pet July 18. Ord July? 
Thomas, rake Dock Pembroke, Accountant. Aug 5 at 12. County Court Office, | Sutton, Samuel H., Birmingham, Jeweller. Birmingham. Pet June 18, @ 


Liandewy Velfrey, Pembrokeshire, Farmer. July 31 at 12. irke Norwich, Traveller. Norwich. Pet June17. Ord July 18 
w ad part Oc, Pembroke Dod ock tu x — George. , Liverpool, Metal Broker. Liverpool. Pet June 12. Om 
ilson, Matthew, Bromsgrove, Worcestershire, Licensed Victualler. Aug 1 at P 
12. Official Receiver, Worcester : . — Ond Av rae Henry, Westbury, Wiltshire, Hay Dealer. Frome. Pet Ap 


ADJUDICATIONS. Woodward, , "Thomas, ju nag Mendlesham, Suffolk, Farmer. Bury St Edmun 
; - i + June rr 
AYfeston, Alfred May, Bentley, Suffolk, Farmer. Ipswich. Pet Junei8, Ord ‘ € rinse ent ‘On Den ANNULLING 2 ADrUDICAT: rI0 a Aa 
eton rsea Rise Serv: 
uartaee, Fenty, , Welwyn, Hertfordshire, Hay Merchant. Hertford. Pet July 4 to al 7 uly 19, Bankruptey annulled, pursuant to “High tion 8 of 
ach, Thoma, Worcester, Glove Manufacturer. Worcester. PetJuly3. Ord| 2% of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883 


Boner, ngtlensy, Cable st, St George’s East, Baker. High Court. Pet June 30. | The Subscription to the Souicrrors’ JournaL is—Town, 26s. ; Coun 


Benece, “Walte Edward, With ; : s | 288.; with the Wrexty Rerorrer, 528. Payment in advance incl eg. 
Shock pers. Pet July 8.’ Ord wae SN, Say Se TP Double Numbers and Postage. Subscribers can have their Volu 


Benton, William Henry, Wisbech, Cambridgeshire, Boot Maker. King’sLynn.| Sound at the ofice—cloth, 28. 6d., half law calf, 58, 6d. 


Bill, Thomas Henry, Derby, Journeyman Fish Frier. Derby. Pet July 19. Ord | SI letters intended for publication in the “ Solicitors’ Journal” must & 
July 19 | _ authenticated by the name of the writer. 4 
Tyson, William Muir, Montague pl, Russell eq. High Court. Pet Mars. Ord | whee dificulty is experienced in procuring the Journal with regularity 
Backley, John, C Camberwell New rd, Saw Mill Proprietor. High Court. Pet May | in the Country, it is requested that application be made direct to th 


Court. Frederick, Posk, Bitinas, Wood Green, Paper Stock Merchant. | _ Publisher. 
ourt. e une c u 19 | 
. Leeds, Hosier. 7 44 Pet June 24, Ord July 17. CONTENTS. 
4 eae on. a oeks te Boot Dealer. Stockton on Tees and 
e une 
ur Manchester, Coal Merchant. Salford. Pet June CIEE aasarnnneses wsoveee = ask v. a iepe - icky" gaitable 
NoricE BY MORTGAGEE TO TENANT Fire Insuranee ; 
TO PAY RENT TO HIM******...02+00 687 Brasnett’s case : iz 
iota, Aston, Whaliaainiti, Builder. Birmingham. Pet June 5. Ord | | Qonmesrox Dance Ast anal acting) oss i, o.. 22 Knatchbull’s — ; 
Catherine. Manchester, Widow. Salford. Pet June 18. Ord July 17 The Trustee in Bankruptcy © SOLICITORS’ CASES ..-+++++++ 
Francis Vincent, Bridge rd, Battersea, Coffes House Keeper. Wands-| wit ont ctwall sas.cu 8 | Oe ae gaan 
. une T y ever teeceses eee 
mes Edwin, Heaton Norris, Lancashire, Baker. Stockport. Pet July a fae aie eemrseanees tones 688 shally 
“J Law STUDENTS’ JOURNAL «+++0- 
lamue) Sharpe Horman Horman, stermouth, Glamorganshire, Barris- | D®vidson v. Illidge 689 Ww oan 
taw. Swansea. Pet June 27. Ord July at In re Adams and The Kensington 
William, Manchester, Auctioneer. Salford. Pet July 1. Ord July 19 eee tnoa i eno 
8. ee 1 , Wolverhampton, Grocer. Wolverhampton. Pet July O’ Halloran v. Kang vv aees noes oe 690 | LONDON GAZETTES, &0,, &0. ..--sse0 
Leeds. Solicitor. Leeds. Pet July 15. Ond Jul Shaw v. The Birmingham Cor- 
Bradford. Pet Jul he Ord July 19 poration ...... ecoscece -ccone cece OOO 
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SCH WEITZER'S COCOATINA EDE AND SON, | HE NEW ZEALAND LAND MORE 


or Chocolate Powder. GAGE COMPANY, Limited, 


- Cocoa y 
Guaranteed Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Qualit; MAKER Capital £2,000,000, fully subscribed by more than 
with the excess of fat extracted. , . ROBE Pex " §, shareholders. £100, ae Pee. od up. S 

The Facul: — s* a most nutritious, per- to firs e 


fectly beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or rtgages. The Debenture issue is limit m 
, and invaluable for Invalids and Children. To H M sian a’ ae Be geil th i 
commended by the entire Medical Press. ~ * aj dicial Bench ty, the Wheto of the 

ih Corporation of London &o 

Bein hout sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits - 

all keeps for years in all climates, and is four PUREE KT 
imes the strength of cocois THICKENED yet WEAKENED | ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTER?, 
a, &c., and IN BEALITY CHEAPER than such SOLICITORS’ GOWNS 


Made pettntepeonty with boiling water, a teaspoonful Law Wigs and Gowns for Begistrars,Town Clerks, 
Oeasgenmne ala Wines is poppe Rigestibl peggy deme The Hon, Sir FRepK. Warr AKER, K.0.M.G., 
2, 
richer chocolate is prohibited. ESTABLISHED 1689, pe Se Terminable Deber 


In tins at Is. 6d., Gro . 64., &c., by Chemists and 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON ng interest at 5 per cent. for seven or ten 


| 4 r cent, for five and ¢ e coms Soe Tae 
beenere ssa reen, | ie So PEERS icacing Dial 
10., 
crema ee a COOUNTS.—To Solicitors and Others.— | Lead nhall-st., arab ondom E 
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TZ you want Money without Kees—amounts An Accountant of many years ce | : 
HE OOMMEROILAL UNION ASSU 


muti?” £1 000 betore elsewhere see Mr, | Offers his Services. Prompt personal, tion ; 
hest ref =  “Solied 
Hinaom, personally if possible 40, Great Tower ete, Feeonal Oden a, Cheeeet aac Bolicitors! ANCE COMPANY.—FIRE, LIFE, MARINE, 
Cap ‘ital subscribed ...e.sssee 


ice, 27, Chancery-lane. : lane WS. 
Cap ital paid-up ..+.+.- 


‘© Fund in Special Trust for Life Polioy- 





Prion ot TUITION.—A Clergyman late 





Fellow of his Coll ici | 
e! 0! lege), of of many years = moe BOCES. —To Executors, Seticibers, and 


7 Oe. —HENRY SOTHERAN & | holders — 0000s ceece: teeceeseeces 1,004 
aan —— ans ee ae pereteneens. G., Second-hand Booksel Other Funds excee: 


make under the public ~ hy pn vo tof ks, either eee Lo dango 
ly and successf TurTor, care of in to to give the 
Rensed maid - any. — . Hn ey a ue in Cash. Experienced Valuers sent. Total Annual Premium ieee Peto’ eo 1, 





Mildred’s-court, art, Pouliey, London ithout trouble or expense to vendors, | Uzter Orricas: 19 ap 20, CORNHILL, LONDO 


(Established 1816.) | Wusr Ewp Ovvron: 8, PALL MALL, LONDON, & 


















